US EPA Rl-.CORDS N TER RE(.IO 5

IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIFI

SCREENING SITE INSPECTION
' FOR
PEKIN MUNICIPAL LANDFILL#¥1
PEKIN, ILLINOIS
U.S. EPA ID: ILD980901615
SS ID: NONE
TDD: F05-8802-103
PAN: FILO581SA

. SEPTEMBER 26, 1989

~ecology and environment, inc.

111 WEST JACKSON BLVD., CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604, TEL 312-663-9415

“International Specialists in the Environment

—f‘ma@hdpqxwl.'ffT"]"ﬁfT:_'T':'"““TIJ“""f”'“”TTTZTT—”"”“_“T““"“:“



SIGNATURE PAGE
_ FOR
SCREENING SITE INSPECTION REPORT
FOR
PEKIN MUNICIPAL LANDFILL #1
. PEKIN, ILLINOIS _
U.S. EPA -ID: ILD980901615
. SS ID: NONE
TDD: F05-8802-103
PAN: FILO581SA

Prepared by: B(NWVQ z&QQWOM . Date: 9 25'8C!

Daniel Sullivan
FIT Team Leader
Ecology and Environment, Inc.

Reviewed by: M/LAA)/ Date: 7 " Zé' gq

Kurt Sims
FIT Unit Manager
Ecology and Environment, Inc.

Approved bym QMA/ bate: 2/3@/87

Jerome D. Osivhrek ™
FIT Office ager
Ecology and Environment, -Inc.

ii



Section
i et —

1

" TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
INTRODUCTION: -+« evvvevennnnns e e ceenr. 141
SITE BACKGROUND.......0vvn.. ceenee S 2-1
2.1 INTRODUCTION...... et et eeeereae e, 2-1
2.2 SITE DESCRIPTION........... “eresensecnnansonenes 2-1
2.3 SITE HISTORY...... tiateiasnceeeannas ceeeen ceevn. 241
SCREENING SITE INSPECTION PROCEDURES AND FIELD
OBSERVATIONS....... e eesateeraanatonnnsesenoacnnannos 3-1
3.1 INTRODUCTION......ecvn... Seaeenesesaanseraaieens 3-1
3.2 SITE REPRESENTATIVE INTERVIEW........ R . 341
3.3 RECONNAISSANCE INSPECTION «@vvvevenrnnnnreennnnes 32
3.4 SAMPLING PROCEDURES. .« v vvvenrunvreeennnneeannnnes 3-4
ANALYTICAL RESULTS. . .vvuivrrnvnns e reeseees e 4-1
4.1 INTRODUCTION........... @ tereeneeneeneaenn Y A |
4.2 RESULTS OF CHEMICAL ANALYSIS OF FIT- .

COLLECTED SAMPLES. .. .uvvrunnnnren. e rteeeeaanaa. 4-1
DISCUSSION OF MIGRATION PATHWAYS.....eicevceneennenn. 5-1
5.1 INTRODUCTION........ e eeteeneaeaaa, teeee. 521
5.2 GROUNDWATER.: ¢t tvvveereseneeneeeeeseeoneonenennas 5-1
5.3 SURFACE WATER. ¢ .t et vuueensenesonncnseonanananns 5-3
5.4 AIR....even. Ceeeenn Ceeieerennene cenee e ve. 5-3
5.5 FIRE AND EXPLOSION.....c0vvveeeees. Ceeeeans veees 5-4
‘5.6 DIRECT CONTACT......... e teeteaereetateeaanaas . 5-4
BIBLIOGRAPHY. ... v.vvvenvnnn. R U R |

iii



Table of Contents (Cont.)

Appendix

Page
‘SITE 4-MILE RADIUS MAP...... e e |
U.S. EPA FORM 2070-13..... e s ) 3-1;
FIT SITE PHOTOGRAPHS.......... ........f.;............ c-1
U.S. EPA TARGET COMPOUND LIST AND TARGET ANALTTE
LIST QUANTITATION/DETECTION LIMITS....... et DA
VELL LOGS OF THE AREA OF THE SITE......ss.n...... ceer Bl

“iv



- 3-3

LIST OF FIGURES

Page
Site Location ..... Ceeeees e e eeeeneraeeeereeaenas 2-2
Site Féatures ............ 3-3
Soil Sampling Locations ";"""f""""';"' ........ 3-6
Utility ahd Municipal Vell Sampling.Loca;ion; ......... 3-8



Table

4-1

- LIST OF TABLES

Addresses of Utility and Municipal Vell

Sampling Locations............... Ceeeiieretsaasae teeenen .

Results of Chemical-Analysis of FIT-Collected Soil

Samples......oveernnnenans teseseserereteteesrerannann e .

Results of Chemical Analysis‘of FIT-Collected

Utility and Municipal Well Samples........ ereeeteeeanens :

vi

4-2 .



1. “INTRODUCTION

Ecology and Environment, Inc., Field'Investigation Team (FIT) was
tasked by the Uniéed States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA)
to conduct a screening site inspection (SSI) of the Pekin Municipal
Landfill #1 site under contract number 68-01-7347.

The site was initially identified by the Illinois Environmental
Protection Agency (IEPAB in the form of a preliminary aSsessment (PA)
submitted. to U.S. EPA. The PA wvas prepared by Kenneth Page of IEPA and
is dated March 28, 1985.

FIT prepared an SSI work plan for the Pekin Hun1c1pal Landfill #1
site under technical directive document (TDD) F05-8705-101, issued on
May 13, 1987. The SSI work plan was approved by U.S. EPA on Feb-
ruary 5, 1988. The SSI of the Pekin Municipal Landfill #1 site was
conducted on November 15, 1988, under TDD F05-8802-103, issued on
March 2, 1988. |

The FIT SSI included an interview with site representatives, a
reconnaissance inspection of the site, and the collection of five soil
samples, one municipal well saﬁple, and one utility well sample.

The purposes of an SSI have been stated by U.S. EPA in a directive

outlining Pre-Remedial Program strategies. The directive states:

All sites will receive a screening SI to 1) collect
additional data beyond the PA to enable a more refined
preliminary HRS [Hazard Ranking System] score, 2) estab-
lish priorities among sites most likely to qualify for
the NPL [National Priorities List], and 3) identify the
most critical data requirements for the listing SI step.

1-1



A screening SI will not have rigorous data quality ob-
jectives (DQOs). Based on the refined preliminary BRS
score and other technical judgement factors, the site
vill then either be designated as NFRAP [no further
remedial action planned], or carried forward as an NPL
listing candidate. A listing SI will not automatically
be done on these sites, however. First, they will go
through a management evaluation to determine whether
they can be addressed by another authority such as RCRA
[Resource Conservation and Recovery Act].... Sites that
are .designated NFRAP or deferred to other statutes are
not candidates for a list1ng SI.

The listing SI vill address all the data requirements of
the revised HRS using field screening and NPL level
DQOs. It may also provide needed data in a format to
support remedial investigation work plan development.
Only sites that appear to score high enough for listing
and that have not been deferred to another authority
will receive a listing SI. (U.S. EPA 1988) :

U.S. EPA Region V has also instructed FIT to identify sites during
the SSI that may require removal action to remediate an immediate human

health or environmental threat.
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2. SITE BACKGROUND

2.1 INTRODUCTION
This section includes information obtained from SSI work plan

preparation, the site representative interview, and a reconnaissance
inspection of the site.

2.2 SITE DESCRIPTION

The Pekin Muniﬁipal Landfill site is a closed and covered dump
where general household.refuse vas deposited by the City of Pekin
‘betveen 1965 and 1975 (Austin, Jensen, and Sassman 1988). The site is
located on a 25-acre parcel of land_approiimately 3/4 miles southwest of
the city of Pekin, Illinois, in Tazewell County (SE1/4 sec. 9, T.24N., -
R.5V.), approximately 500 feet northwest of the intersection of Manito
Road and Illinois Route 29 (see Figure 2-1). A 4-mile radius map of the

site area is provided in Appendix A.

2.3 SITE HISTORY

In 1965, the City of Pekin, Illinois, and F#ank Rosénberg, Inc.,
owner of the site property, entered into an agreement to use the land as
a municipal landfill. ‘

"On May 15, 1974, a preliminary hydrologic evaluation for the area
vas requested from the Illinois State Water Survey and the Illinois
State Geological Survey (Stauffer 1977); The evaluation revealed that
the area was an abandoped gravel pit, 40 feet deep, excavated approxi-

mately to the water table. Thé gravel was highly permeable and extended
to bedrock, at a depth of 75 feet.
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On both May 9, 1974, and April 2, 1975, the City of Pekin applied
for landfill permits with IEPA. Due to the hydrologic unsuitability of
the'site, both permits were denied (Environmental Protection Agency vs.
City of Pekin 1976). | )

On April 14, 1975, IEPA fiied a complaint with the Illinois.

- Pollution Control Board (IPCB) alleging that the'City of Pekin had

operated a solid vaste management site from July 27, 1974, until

‘April 14, 1975, without the required operating permit from the agency
* (Environmental Protection Agency vs. City of Pekin 1976).

~  The City of Pekin ceased dumping material at the landfill around
November 1975. During the last year of operation, the landfill received

approximately 35,065 tons of waste. Approximately 8 to 10 acres of the

"landfill were filled (Environmental Protection Agency vs. City of Pekin

1976).

On February 11, 1976, IPCB ruled that the City of Pekin had
operated a solid vaste management site without the required IEPA per-
mits. IPCB ordered the City of Pekin to cease and desist all solid |
waste disposal activities at the site, to prepare an acceptable plan of
closure to be submitted to IEPA within 30 déys of the order, to close
the site in conformity with the rdles and regulations of IPCB, and to
provide and maintain leachate monitoring sites (Environmental Protection
Agency vs. City of Pekin 1976). '

In response to the order, the City of Pekin filed an administrative
reviev action in the Third District Appellate Court of Illinois. On
April 6, 1977, the court affirmed all parts of the order except the
requirement for submission of a closure plan, vhich was reversed (City
of Pekin vs. Environmental Protection Agency 1977).

A November 9, 1977, inSpection'revealed)tha; most of the site did
not have proper final cover. Leachate was flowving from the face of the
£i11 to the low point of the site, located in the northwest corner near
the railroad tracks (Stauffer 1977). The estimated volpme of fhis
leachate pond was approximately 11}000 gallons (Stauffer 1977). The
leachate pond appeared to be constant in volume, with the leachate

floving into the pond at the same rate it was absorbed into the ground
(Stauffer 1977). '
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On November 9, 1977, approximately 20 barrels were observed by IEPA
personnel along the east fence line, south of the on-site road (Stauffer
1977). The barrels vere rusted out, and a tar-like substance had leaked
out and congealed a fev feet downhill. '

The State of Illinois filed a complaint in Circuit Court for the
Tenth Judicial District, Tazewvell County, Iilinois, on March 9, 1978,
seeking an injunction to force the City of Pekin to properly cover the
landfill (State of Illinois vs. City of Pekin 1978). The Circuit Court
issued an injunction on November 13, 1979, ordering the City of Pekin to
place-a final cover of at least 2 feet on the,formef landfill site by
July 31, 1980 (State of Illinois vs. City.of Pekin 1979). _

The site was inspected by IEPA on July'29,'1980. The inspection
discloséd that the facility was satisfactorily closed and covered, but
varned that any future problems relating to leachate, surface drainage,
erosion, or'random dumping must be corrected promptly (Nienkerk 1980).

IEPA inspections of the site in the period between 1981 and 1983
revealed that erosion had cut gullies into the final'cover and under-
lying refuse had been exposed (Niénkerk 1981; Nienkerk 1982; Savage
1983). There had also been some ponding of water on the western edge of
the site and unauthorized vehicles had been driven on the final cover.
As a result of the inspections, IEPA requested that remedial actions be
taken to correct the problems. ’ '

On August 5, 1983, the City of Pekin notified IEPA that the repair
of erosion, erosion control, and the draining of a low-lying area at
Pekin Municipal Landfill #1 was completed by Randolph‘and Associates, -
Inc., engineers for the City of Pekin (Keyser 1983).

Since 1983, there have been no regulatory actions taken by IEPA at
the Pekin Municipal Landfill #1 site. ' '
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3. SCREENING SITE INSPECTION PROCEDURES AND FIELD OBSERVATIONS

3.1 INTRODUCTION
This section outlines procedures and observations of the SSI of the

Pekin Municipal Landfill.#l site. Individual subsections address the
site representative interviev, reéonnaissanée inspection, and samplihg
procedures. Rationales for specific FIT activities are also provided.
The SSI was conducted with minor alterations from the U.S. EPA-approved
vork plan because adequate residential wells were not available for
sampling. .l '

"~ The U.S. EPA Potential Hazardous Waste Site Inspection Report (Form
2070-13) for the Pekin Municipal Landfill #1 site is provided in
Appendix B.

3

—

3.2 SITE REPRESENTATIVE INTERVIEW

Daniel Sullivan; FIT team leader, conducted an interview vith Tom
Sassman, Superintendent of Streets and Sanitation for the City of Pekin;
Lee S. Adétin, Manager of Site Development Engineeriﬁg, Randolph &
Associates, Inc.; and Karen M. Jensen, Senior En@ironmen;al Engineer,
Randolph & Associates, Inc. The interview vas conducted on November 14,
1988, at 2:00 p.m. at the Pekin Streets and Sanitation Building,~132
Court Street. Also present was Kurt Sims of FIT. The interview was
conducted to gather information that would aid FIT in conducting SSI
activities. |
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3.3 RECONNAISSANCE INSPECTION

Following the site representative'interview, FIT conducted a
reconnaissance inspection of the Pekin Municipal Landfill #1 site and
surrounding area in accordance with Ecology and Environment; Inc.
(E & E), health and safety guidelines. The reconnaissance inspection
included a walk-through of the site to determine appropriate health and
safety requirements for conducting on-site activities and to make
observations to'aid in characterizing the site. FIT also determined
éxact sampling locations during the reconnaissance inspection.

FIT team members arrived at the site at 8:50 a.m. on Nonember 15,

1988. 'Barnard J. Rosenberg, of Frank Rosenberg, Inc., owner of the

. site, met with the team leader at this time. The reconnaissance

inspection comménced at approximately 10:00 a.m. Rosenberg did not
accompany FIT members during the reconnaissance. Mark R. Sfafford,
hydrogeologist, with Randolph & Associates, Inc.; accompanied FIT during
the reconnaissance. ‘

Reconnaissance Inspection Observations. Pekin Municipal Landfill
#1 is located in a gravel pit southwest of Pekin, IllanlS (see Figure
3-1 for locations of site features). The site is bordered to the west

by Ch1cago and Northwestern Railroad tracks and to the north By a vacant

field. Beyond the railroad tracks to the west, a dirt road runs north
to J-B Disposal Service. Directly south of the site border, a pdrtion
of vacant field containing exposed debris was observed, indicating.that
the land aouth of the site may have been landfilled in the past. South-
east of the site, FIT observed a wooded area; A small parcel of land
east of the landfill and south of the access road 'is used as a storage

area for Farmer’s Grain Co-op. The remainder of the east side of the

.site is bordered by an empty field and by another business, United

Ready Mix, to the northeast.

The site is generally lower in elevation than the surrounding land.
Land use around the site is primarily agricultural, industrial, and
residential. Photographs of the Pekin Municipal Landfill $#1 site are
provided in Appendlx C.

The access road leading into the landfill is blocked by a gate,
vhich_was not locked at the time of the SSI. The accéss'road is fenced.
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on each side, and a fence separates the landfill from Farmer’s Grain

property.

The surface .of the site vas covered with tall, thick.grasses and
small trees. The trees vere thickest in the area north of the access
road near the'sitefs eastern border and in the northvest section of the
landfill. A small area directly west and slightly north of the access
road appeared to have been plowed and was vithout vegetation. A small
diteh (2 to 3 feet wide) appeared in thg ploved area and vpund toward
the north portion of the site. The ditch vas dry'at the time of the
SSI. Approximately 600 feet north of the ploved area, erosion gullies
vere observed. There was no exposed refuse in the erosion gullies.

 The site slopes generally downvard toward the north and west. The
access road slopes down toward the center of the landfill. Along the

eastern site border, a high ridge slopes sharply down and then levels

. off, with a slight downward slope toward the west. The southern section

of the landfill is generally level, until north of the plowed area, when
a gentle downward slope toward the nbrth.begins. The land rises sharply
near the site’s western border and the railroad;trécks are located well
above the landfill. The area where the leachate pond had been was not
visible at the time of the SSI. However, the pond was probably located
near the trees in the site’s northvest corner, which appeared to be the
lovest area of the site. _

The landfill was only partially fenced and was acéessible. Foot-
prints and motorcycle tracks were observed on the western edge of the
site. Spent shotgun cartridges vere scattered throughout the site area.

A small patch (4 feet by 4 feet) of hardened tar-like material was

observed along the east fence line. The ground surrounding the material
appeared to be undisturbed.

3.4. SAMPLING PROCEDURES ,

Samples vere collected by FIT atlloéations selected during the
reconnaiSsance inspection to determine whether U.S. EPA Target Compound'
List (TCL) compounds and U.S. EPA Target Analyte List (TAL) analytes
vere present at the site. The TCL and TAL, with corresponding

quantitation/detection limits, are provided in Appendix D.



On November 15, 1988, FIT collected four surface soil samples and
one potential background surface soil sample. One municipal vell and
one utility well sample were also collected by FIT. A portion of each
sample was offered to site representatives, but the offer was declined.

Sdil’SampliggﬁProcedures. Surface soil sample S1 vas collected

from a lov-lying area near the southwvest corner of the landfill (see
Figure 3-2 for soil sampling locations). -This location was chosen to
determine vhether leachate residue was present in the area.

Surface soil sample-SZ was collected from the dry ditch, approxi-
mately 100 feet north of the plowed area. This location was chosen
because it is an area where potential runoff may flow;

Surface soil sample S3 was collected from an area just vest of the
dry ditch in an erosion gully. The location was chosen because of its

proximity to possible leachate flow. Surface soil sample S4 was

'collected near the trees in the northwest section of the site. This

location was chosen because it appeared to be a possible leachate runoff
collection area and the surface soil in the area was darker than.
surrounding soil. _ '

Surface soil sample S5 vas collected from a vooded area south of
the Farmer’s Grain property és a potential background soil sample. The
background soil sample was collected to determine the representative
chemical content of the soil in the area surrounding the site. The
location was chosen Because the ground surface appeared to be un-
disturbed. _ ' ‘

Hand trowels were used to collect all soil samples. A hole 4 to 5
inches deep was .excavated with the hand trowel. Sample material from
the hole was transferred to a stainless steel bowl using the trowel.
Samples vere mixed in the bovl and then placed in sample bottles using’
the trowel (E & E 1987).

Standard E & E decontaminafion'procedures wvere adhered to during
the collection of all soil samples. The hand trowels and bowls were
scrubbed with a solution of Alconox detergent and distilled water and
triple-rinsed with distilled water before the collection of each soil
sapple (E & E 1987). All soil samples were packaged and shipped in

accordance with U.S. EPA-required procedures.
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~ Laboratories of Monroe, Connecticut.

As direé¢ted by U.S. EPA, soil samples S1, S2, S3, Sé&, and S5 vere
analyzed under the U.S. EPA Contract Laboratory Program (CLP) for TCL
compounds by ECOVA of Redmond, Vashington, and for TAL analytes by York

Utility and Municipal Vell Sampling Procedures. One muniéipal vell
(RW2) and one utility well (RV1) sample were collected to determine

local groundwater characteristics.

The utility and municipal well sampling locations chosen vere the
nearest available sampling points to the site. Sample RVl vas collected
at a disposal service vell located approximately 500 feet west of the
site (see Figure 3-3 for utility and municipal water well sampling loca-
tions). The well depth was ﬁnknovn. Sample RW2 was collected from a
municipal well (the closest drinking wafer wvell to the sité) located
approximately 1.2 miles northeast of the site.

A distilled water field blank vas collected in accordance with U.S.
EPA quality assurance/duality control (QA/QC) requirements (see Table
3-1 for addresses of utility and municipal well sampling locations).

Utility and municipal vater.vell samples RV1 ahd RV2 vere collected
from-outlets that bypassed water treatment systems. For both samples,
vater was alloved to discharge from the outlet for approximately 10
minutes before samples vere collected to ensure that the‘sample source
had been purged of standing water (E & E 1987). Both water well samples
vere packaged and shipped in accordance with U.S. EPA-required pro-
cedures. _ _ _

As directed by U.S. EPA, both water well samplés”vere anélyzed
under the U.S. EPA CLP for TCL compounds by Environmental Science and

Engineering of Gaineéville, Florida, and for TAL analytes by Skinner and

Sherman, Inc., of Waltham, Massachusetts._
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Table 3-1 -

ADDRESSES OF UTILITY AND MUNICIPAL
VELL SAMPLING LOCATIONS

Sample Well Depth (feet) . Address

RV1 Unknown . ' No address
(500 feet west of site)

RV2 124k 125 Edds Avenue

Pekin, IL 61554

* VWell depth provided by Dick Tatlock, of the Illinois American Water
Company.

: Sourée: Ecology and Environment, Inc. 1989.

3-9



4, ANALYTICAL RESULTS

4.1 INTRODUCTION
This section includes results of chemical analysis of FIT-collected

soil samples and utility-énd municipal well samples'for TCL compounds

and TAL analytes.

4.2 RESULTS OF CHEMICAL ANALYSIS OF FIT-COLLECTED SAMPLES
Soil Sampling Results. Chemical analysis of FIT-collected soil

samples revealed the presence of TAL analytes, including heavy metals,
metals, common soil constituents, and common laboratory artifacts (see
Table 4-1 for complete soil sample chemical analysis results).

Utility and Municipal Well Sampling Results. Chemical analysis of

© FIT-collected well samples revealed the presence of TAL analytes,

including heavy metals and analytes commonly found in area substrate,
and the presence of TCL compounds, including halogenated hydrocarbons
and common laboratory artifacts (see Table 4-2 for complete utility and
municipal well sample chemical analysis resﬁlts). _

U.S. EPA CLP quantitation/detection limits, used in the analysis of
FIT-collected soil samples and utility and municipal well samples, are

provided in Appendix D.

4-1



<-%

Table 4-1
RESULTS OF CHEMICAL ANALYSIS OF
FIT-COLLECTED SOIL SAMPLES

sanpie Collection Information Sample Number

and Paraneters 51 s2 s3 54 S5
Date _ 11/15/88 11/15/88 ' 11/15/88 11/15/88 11/15/88
Time " . 1130 - 1145 1200 1215 : 1330
CLP Organic Traffic Report Number ECS34 ECS35 ECS36 ECS37 ECS38
CLP Inorganic Traffic Report Number MECK42 MECK43 MECK44 MECK45 MECK46
Compound Detected

(values in wpg/kq)

Volatile Organics

2-butanone (MEK) . - - 37 —— -
toluene : 6' 7 kv : — - 18
Analyte Detected

(values in mg/kg) .

aluminum 7,840 8,080 12,700 16,300 9,460
antimony : 6.5J4B 12.7JNB _— 7.8JNB - -
acsenic : _ 6.5 6.0 5.2 11.9 i 5.8
barium 65.2 63.4 92.7 111 123
beryilium ".55B 1.2 1.28 2.0 1.4

" cadmium ‘ - : - ’ - - .928B
calcium 32,100 55,200 3,660 ) 28,00 3,380
chroaium ' 14.1 12.5 19.6 23.8 14.5
cobalt _ . 4.2B " 7.28 9.3p 11.31 7.0B
copper S0.4JN 17.4JN 14.6JN 28.4JN 16.1JN
iron _ 16,600 " 15,800 18,900 29,900 14,600
lead - 1239+ 8.6J% 10.3J¢ 163+ 80.97%
magnesium 16,900 27,600 ' 3,510 : 17,500 1,700
sanganose : 388 " 538 C . 87 . 708 557
nickel 16 17.9 17.5 ’ 27.8 12.8
potassium ' 9748 8718 1,1108 . 1,550 9918

solenium i ’ .140wB _— .14JWB .13JwB .418
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Table 4~1 (Cont.)

Sample quloction Information Snmglo Numpber

and Paramoters ‘81 s2 ’ s3 sS4 s5
sodius 1688 1958 1388 2348 1998
thallium .25B — - . .26B .238
vanadium 19.8 20.1 34.4 36.2 1 22.9
ginc 103J€ 449E 44.73E 87.798 1123e

-~ Not deteocted.
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Teble 4-1 (Cent.)

COMPOUND QUALIFIER

ANALYTE QUALIFIERS

E

DEFINITION

Indicates an estimated value.

DEFINITION

Estimated or not reported due to interference. Soe
laboratory narrative.

Spike recoveries outside QC protocols, which indicates
a possible matrix problem. Data may be biased high

or low. See spike results and laboratory narrative.
Duplicate value outside QC protocols which indicates a
possible matrix problem.

Value is real, but is above instrument DL and below
CRDL.

Value is above CRDL and is an estimated value because
of a QC protocol.

Post-digestion spike for furnace AA analysis is

out of control limits (35~115%), while sample
absorbance is <50% of spike absorbance.

Source: Ecology and Environment, Inc. 1989.

IRTERPRETATION

Compound value may be semiquantitative.

INTERPRETATION

Analyte or element was not detected, or
value may be semiguantitative.

Value may be quantitative or somi-
quantitative.

Value may be quantitative or semi-
quantltitiﬁo.

Value may be quantitative or semi-
quantitative.

Value may be semiquantitative.

Value may be semiquantitative.

r—
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Table 4-2-
RESULTS OF CHEMICAL ANALYSIS OF
FIT-COLLECTED UTILITY AND MUNICIPAL WELL SAMPLES

sodium . 204,000 9,4603

Sample Collection Information i . ] . . Sample Number
and Paramoters RW1 RW2 Blank
Date ' 11/15/88 11/15/88 11/15/88
Time 1600 1345 1045
CLP Organic Traffic Report Number a ECS39 ECSIO ECS41
CLP Inorganic Traffic Report Number MECK47 MECK48 MECK49
Tomperature (°C) - 15 - 14 18 .
Specific Conductivity (ymhos/cm) 1800 500 0
pH 15 14 18
Compound Detected
(values in pyg/L)
Volatile Organics
methylene chloride .6J - e
ascetone ’ : . B | — -—
chloroform ) - . -2
bromodichloromethane - -
dibromochloromethane —_— 4 -
bromoform ' - 2 -
Analyte Deotectod
(values in yq/L}
aluminum - 25.6J8 : - 22.498
barium .27.4B. . 44.1B8 —
beryllium 4.0BJ - -
caleium 240,000J. . 85,4003 90.5BJ
copper ) 9.2BJ 7.7B3 1037
iton : 3,850 -— -
wmagnesium 111,0003 - 36,8000 -~
manganese : . 672 2.078 -
potassium ' . 3,960J 1,23083 -
78687
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Table 4-2 (Cont.)

Sample Collection Information

Sample Number

Blank

and Parameters RW1 RW2
vanadiuam 4.978B - -
eine 548 - 24.93

~~ Not detected.



Table 4-2 (Cont.)

COMPOUND QUALIFIER . DEFINITION
J Indicates an estimated value.
ARALYTE QUALXIFIERS DEFINITION
B Value is real, but is above instrument DL and below
CRDL. :
J Value is above CRDL and is an estimated value because

- of a QC protocol.

Source: Ecology and Environment, Inc. 1989.

INTERPRETATION

Compound value may be semiquantitative.

INTERPRETATION

Value may be quantitative or semi- -
quantitative.

Value may be semiguantitative.



5. DISCUSSION OF MIGRATION PATHWAYS

5.1 INTRODUCTION

This éection contains a discussion of data and information that
apply to potential migration pathways and targets of TCL compounds
and/or TAL analytes that may be attributable to the Pekin Municipal

‘Landfill #1 site.

The five migration pathways of concern discussed are groundwater,

surface water, air, fire and explosion, and direct contact.

5.2 GROUNDVATER

TAL analytes were detected in groundvater approximately 500 feet
from the site. These ahalytes cannot be attributed.to the Pekin
Municipal Landfill #1 site because the analytes detected are commonly
found in area substrate and because a limited number of adequate
sampling points was available to aid in determining the source of the
analytes detected. ' o

A lov potential does exist for TAL analytes detected in on-site
soils to migrate from -the site to groundvater in the vicinity of the

site. This potential is based on the félloving information:
e TAL analytes vere detected in on-site surface soil samples;

@ The local geology indicates an area of unconsolidated,

glacially derived deposits of sand and gravel at the site;
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e The site is not lined, and there are no leachate collection

systems present (Austin, Jensen, and Sassman 1988); and

o File information indicates a history of leachate and

erosion problems . at the site.

_ Geology in the Pekin area consists of Visconsinan outvash deposits
overlain by windblown sand and silt. The outwash consists of sandy
gravel vith beds of pebbly sand (Walker, Bergstrom, and Walton 1965).

Located beneath the Wisconsinan outwash is the Sankoty Sand Member.

| The Sankoty Sand ranges from fine to very coarse sand mixed with granule

gravel. Beds of medium to coarse sand are most common. The Sankoty
Sand and the overlying Wisconsinan outwash constitute the aquifer of
concern in the area. The.tﬁickness of the Sankoty Sand is approximately
50 to 60 feet in the area of Pekin (Huff 1987). The underlying bedrock,
believed to be Pennsylvanian shale, is located at various depths in the
Pekin area. The depth to bedrock in the area of the site is believed to
be.approximately 75 feet (Stauffer 1977; Walker, Bergstrom, and Walton
1965). | | - |
Groundwater in the vicinity of the site is believed to flow north,

toward the Illinois River (Cartwright 1974). According to Dick Tatlock,
of the Illinois American Water Company, seven municipal wells (ranging
in depth from 90 to 154 feet and drawing from the Sankoty Saﬁd Member)
serve approximately 31,280 persons in the Pekin area. Residences
located outside of Pekin municipal boundaries are served by private
wells. The well depths in the area range from approximately 62 feet to
apprdximately 148 feet. Vell logs representative of the area are
provided in Appendix E. The nearest drinking water well to the Pekin
Municipal Landfill #1 site is believed to be the muniéipal well located
approximately 1.2 miles northeast of the site (R¥2). The depth to
groundvater at the site is approximately 40 feet (Stauffer 1977).

“ Approximately 1,046 persons within a 3-mile radius of the site and
on the east side of the Illinois River are served by private vells.
This estimate was obtained by counting residences on a United States

 Geo1ogica1 Survey (USGS) topographic map of the area (USGS 1979), and
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multiplying by the 1980 Census average for Tazewell County of 2.82
persons per housghoid (U.S. Bureau of ;He Census 1982).

The potential target population for groundwater contamination
includes approximately 32,326 persons within the 3-mile rad1us and on
the east side of the Illinois River who are served by private and |
municipal wells flnlshed in the aquifer of concern. Also included are
persons outside the 3-mile radius served by municipal ﬁells inside the

3-mile radius.

5.3 SURFACE VWATER

No surface water sambles wvere collected dufing the SSI of the Pekin
Municipal Landfill #1 site. '

The nearest surface water body is Lost Creek, located épproximately
875 feet vest of the site. Lost Creek flows into the Illinois River.
No uses of- Lost Creek are known. ' '

No direct overland surface water migration pathvays vere observed

during the SSI, and the site 1; generally lower in elevation than the

_ surrounding land. . On-site drainage pathways appear to be toward the

northwest corner. However, the railroad tracks on the western border of

-the site are well above the surfﬁce of the landfill and prevent any

surface water runoff from migrating toward Lost Creek. No storm drains

or severs are present on-site (Austin, Jensen, and Sassman 1988).

5.4 AIR _

A release of TCL compounds and/or TAL analytes to the air was not
documented during the reconnaissance inspection of the Pekin Mhnigipal
Landfill #1 site. Durink the SSI, the OVA 128 flame ionization detector
used by FIT did hot detect conéentrafions above background levels on- N
site. The explosimeter used by FIT malfunctioned at the end of the _
valk-through of the site. In accordance with the U.S. EPA-approved work
plan; further air monitoring was not conducted by FIT.. . |

There is little potential for windblown pa:tiéulates to carry TAL

analytes from the site.

5-3



5.5 FIRE AND EXPLOSION

During the FIT reconnaissancé inspection, no evidence of fire or
explosive conditions was observed. According to John Hamann of the
Pekin Fire Department, there have beeﬂ no fires requiring a response by

his department at the Pekin Municipal Landfill #1 site in the last 20

years.

5.6 DIRECT CONTACT | |

According to federal, state, and local file information réviewed by
FIT, and an interview with Pekin Municipal'Landfill #1 representatives,'
no docﬁmentation exists of an incident of direct coﬁtact vith TCL
compounds or TAL anélytes at this site.

There is a potential for the public to come into direct contact
vith TAL analytes detected at the site. The potential for direct

contact is based on the following information:
o The site is not completely fenced; and

e During the SSI, motorcycle tracks and spent shotgun
cartridges were observed on-site, indicating casual site

use.

The population within a l-mile radius of the site is apprbximately
1,627 persons. This estimate was obtained using the USGS topographic .
map of the area (USGS 1979). Planimeter readings were used to calculate
the portion of the population of Pekin within the 1-mile radius. Out-
side the Pekin municipal limits, house counts were multiplied by the
Tazewell County 1980 Census average of 2.82 persons per household (U.S.
Bureau of the Census 1982). |
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APPENDIX A

SITE 4-MILE RADIUS MAP
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APPENDIX B

U.S. EPA FORM 2070-13



POTENTIAL umnobus WASTE SITE L IDENTIFICATION
< EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT Eh [ v
. : .PART 1-SITELOCATION AND "‘S’EC“ON INFORMATION ) -
o SITE NAME AND LOCATION . :
OlSﬂ'EMI%O—-—\.-m*dﬂ- . G2 STREEY, ROUTE NO., OR SPECINC LOCATION DENTFER
Pean Municiea  LANDFILL '*I ManiTo Rp. ae Route 29
XY 13% _JOCSTATE] 05 2% COOE 06 COUNTY or_g&n\‘ oogg:c
PerxiN ' 1TIL b‘554' , TAZEWELL 179 | 18
09 COOROINATES 70 TYPE OF OWNERSHP Ionecn aned —
40 B%Q.ngﬁiﬁo _Q_O 0 Dag:vdgi O 8 FEDERAL oc.sumg:{cowwoe.umu
UL INSPECTION INFORMATION
O'DM'ETlDGPECTﬂég 0291'581’“\5 wamm\’ébs |376 )
5 O AcTiveE ad 1~ — LaNOWN
Wu‘JLuFIW W macve BEGROENG YEAR  ENDNG YEAR '
04 AGENCY PERFORIING SNSPECTION (Crveca of v oyl
O A EPA . §{ B_EPACONTRACTOR w_lu__ O C.samcPaL OD. MUNCIPAL CONTRACTOR
O E.STATE D F. STATE CONTRACTOR 0 G.O™MER e
X Piore of bray . fSoechy)
05 OraErF NSPECTOR 06 TILE 07 ORGANZATION 08 TELEPHONE MO,
Danter SuLLIvan CHEMICAL ENGINEER E+E (3120663 - 9415
‘109 OTHER INSPECTORS 10 INLE u_omnuuma 12 TELEPHONE NO.
Kurt Sims EARTH SCENTIST E+E (3120663 - 9415
PriL Smitw - GEOLOGIST E+E (300 bb3 - 945
Ronnie GALMORE TeECHN 1CIAN EYE (3116b3 - 945
Stan SENGER WATER Resource MANAGER]  E+E (310 tb3- 9415
_ )
13 SITE REPRESENTATIVES NTERVIEWED YME Sopyion m%wfm%nu; e, | V6 TELEPHONE O
KARen M. Jensen - D | rnoumanan | L GfetS - 1689 (303)692- 4422
L S. A :2:253,‘2}1 ST 8901 Noa';uA?mmAu Aok»
EE . IUST\N . G feorin T bWpIS- - {13031692 - 410
_\, 5 .- SuPT. ¢$TR€ETS Q;‘N 0&" 9‘1"‘"51 '
oM SAssmAN ShvTaTion |Pemin e o 1S54 (091471- 2325
Faank Ao G, Ine,
Bernaro J. Rosensere  [OWNER 302 s dm (3091344, 3168
« )
C
v ::“p.i-'m" B bbb &“.‘wcu.ouov, ~55°  RAIS (SomcTImes REAVY) w3 FRom SSW 'M‘W‘T
0 WARRANT O 900 : pM - Cwuw. ~b‘2" RaIN (0FF « ow\ WINDS fFRom SSW 10-20 MeH
Y. INFORMATION AVARLABLE FROM '
01 CONTACY 02 OF fAgoncyOpmaarmy E 03 TELEPYONE NO.
Tom CRAUSE . ‘ Tiunois EnviRonmencrAL PROTECTION A{»ﬂl] 1217)762-9848
ummmmmm ) 05 AGENGY 08 ORGANTZATON O7 TELEPHOME NO. NDATE
DANIEL SULHVAN ~ JUs BPA |JE+E INC. Bi2-bb3-94K] _4 ,20‘39

EPA FORIL 2070-13 (7-81)
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o POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE LIDENTIFICATION
\"IEPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT g L.
PART 2 - WASTE INFORMATION ' 0l
% WASTE STATES, GUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERISTICS
ot P’NSC_N.S'IATES FChach &2 thet conly! 02 WASTE OUANTITY AT SITE 03 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS Onect of ser epayd
. o csporemy @A TORC O € sowms O L MG Y VOLATLE
3 A 50D 0 €. SLURRY B
D B POWDER FINES  © F. LIOUD Tons UNKNOW 1) ® CORROSWE D F. INECTIOUS 0 4. EXPLOSIVE
O € SLUDGE D6 GAS . ) ) C RADIOACTIVE O G FLAMMASLE O X REACTVE
CUBC YARDS B 0. PERSISTENT O GNITARLE D L sNCOMPATIBLE
O 0 ONER . . DO M. NOT APPUCASLE
. Soecay; NO OF DRLALS
L WASTE TYPE .
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMOUNT 02 UNIT OF MEASURE] 03 COMMENTS
sL SLUDGE
oLw OWLY WASTE.
SOL SOLVENTS
PSO PESTICIDES {GeneRAL HOUSEMOLD REFUSE )
occ  OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS {wAs DEPosITeD N THe
10¢ INORGANIC CHEMICALS \ LANDEILL
ACD ACIOS
BAS BASES
MES " HEAVY METALS
V. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES (ses Acpence tor a3t Soguontly ceed CAS Muember)
01 CATEGORY 02 SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER 04 STORAGE/DISPOSAL METHOO 05 CONCENTRATION | SSMEASE D8
S ol '
" T - -
V. FEEDSTOCKS rSer Aaerch for CAS Mumtorns
CATEGORY ’ 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME . 02 CAS tWvSER
FDS N/a FDS
FOS FOS
FDS FOS
FOS FDS
VL SOURCES OF INFORMATION R0 sheclic splerecres. 0.9 .. Otate Mes_ samply enalyen . repos) N
Ecotoby Anwp ENVIRONMENT  Frues . ReGiow T .

EPA FORM 2070-13(7-81)



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE L DENTIFICATION

2 - Jot STATE] 62 SITE NABER
- SITE INSPECTION REPORT
LY/ EPA :

I
PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS = 28030115

& HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

01 B A GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 32 ~ O20O0BSERVED(DATE: ______ ) £ POTENTIL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___7—&_ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

See  StcTion 5.2

01 88 SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION @ O230ESEAVEDIDATE: ______ ) O POTENTAL O ALEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Lost (Reex 15 Tue NEAResT SURGACE WATER Goby  LOCATeD  APPRwmaTery  B75-Feer
THe wesT OF The SlTe. No Lses of LosT  Creex AR€ KNOWN.  No  OVERLAND
PATAWAYS WERE OBSERVEp DuRING THg 557.

01 O C. CONTAMNATION OF AR 020OBSERVED(DATE: _________ } D POTENTIWL. - (O ALLEGED
WTOONPOTEN‘IW.LYAFFECTED‘___’_ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRPTION .

NoNe WAS OBYERVED OR REPHIRTED,

01 J D. ARE/EXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS @ . O020O0BSERVED(DATE: ___ ) OPOTENM_ O AUEGED .

03 TION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
No POTENTIAL WAD OBSeRved DURING THE SSTI,
g
01 @ E ORECT CONTACT . ‘258 020O0BSERVED(DATE: ) B POTENTAL D ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED : O4 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION . -
FeNce Do MoT COMPLETELY | SURROUND THe SiTE. Access To THE Stie \S NoOT

COMPLETELY  BLDCrED. WASTe 1S  coveReD.

01 B F. CONTAMGNATION OF SO .~ 7_5 02 8 OBSEAVED (DATE: _! 1 - 15 - BB , 0 PoTBmAL 5

03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: -~ O4 NARRATIVE DESCRPTION ALLEGED
Soi. SAMPLE  COLL €CTED I' IS-88 SHow CONIAMINATION WITH TAL ANAL‘(T€$

01 O G. DRIGING WATER CONTAMMNATION T 20 —

03 PORAATION POTENTILY AFFECTES: 22326 o i e o) QFOTBMAL O auecE

MUNICIPAL  SUPPLY WELLS ARE UPSTREAM, AND THEREFORE ARE PaoBABw u%m.oum of THe
LANDFILL.  See seumn 5.2

01 Ji 1. WORNKER EXPOSUREANASRY N 02 O CGSERVED (DATE:
03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: UNKNOWN o4 pasraTive DESCRPTION

INDUSTRIAL WASTES MAY HAVE BeeN DEPOSITED ON-SITE WHILE THE CANDFILL wWRS- IN
OPERATION .

} B POTENTAL O ALLEGED

01 @ L POPULATION EXPOSUREANSURY lzs O2OOC8SERVEDIDATE: ) & POTENTAL D ALLEGED

03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Ferntes U0 NOT (OMPLETELY SURROUND  Tug S\Té. Evibence OF HUNTING  Anp RECREATION
WERE OBERVED DURWG THE SST. '

EPAFOSM 2C70-13({7-ayy



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE e “EN“F'W'ON

< EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT f" R o

PART 3- DESCRIPTION OF HAZAROOUS CONOITIONS AND INCIOENYS

@ HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS cCourea

01 O J DAMAGE 1O FLORA ' 02 D OBSERVED IDATE. ) O POTENTAL O AUEGED

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
None Wps 0BSERYED

01 O K. DAMAGE TO FAUNA - ’ OZONRVED [{e7 | SN | Q POTENTAL 0 AULEGED.
04 RARRATIVE DESCRIPTION anctor aomers) of specast

NoNE WAS OBSERVED

01 O U CONTAMINATION OF FOOO CHAN 020 OBSERVED(DATE. ____ ) 0O POTENTAL ‘O ALEGED .
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION .

None WRS 0BSCRVED

orpu UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES 020O0BSERVEDIDATE: ____ ) B POTENTWAL O ALLEGED

ALLY AFFECTED. \2 58 64 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

[ex ] POPULATON POTENTALLY AFFECTED: )
LANDFILL 1S COVERED ACLORDING To IEFA SPECIFICATIONS BUT MO LINER WAS EVER INSTAP‘-‘:C‘-

01 O N DAMAGE TO OFF SITE PROPERTY C2ZOOSSERVED(DATE ______ ) O POTENTWL D ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION _ o
St 15 BORDEAED PM - RAu.Ro Ab T RAcKS HIGH ""M. AND PRI\VATE FPROPERTY,

No DAMAGE WAS RepPORTED OR oesmvw

0t () O. CONTAMINATION Of SEWERS, STQRM DRAINS, WWTPs 02 DOBSERVED(DATE: _____ ) O POTENTIAL O ALEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION )

None OBSERED IN AREM.

01 I} P. LLEGALANAUTHORZED DUMPING 020 O0BSERVED(OATE: ) A POTENTWAL O AUEGED
04 NARFRATIVE DESCRIPTION '

Nowg OBSRVED OR REPORTED ALTHoVGH ACLESS WAS NOT COMPLETELY RESTRICTED,

. 05 DESCRIPTION OF ANY OTHER KNOWN, POTENTIAL. OR ALLEGED MAZARDS

Nowe WAS NOGTED

. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: __ 32 320

V. COMMENTS

MUN\L\PA\, WELLS  ARE PROBABLY UPGRADIENT.

Y. SOURCES OF INFORMA TION cCor srcac sosmaren o ¢ . 010 fivs. somse snsyns, sapevty

St1e EPA (TEPA) Fues. . _
Ecotocy AND ENVIRONMENT Fiies, RCoion .

Si7e Inspecmion condurep  |1-15-88.

EPAFo_szoro- t3(7-81)



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

[ L wentFicaTiON

o .
\?EPA SITE INSPECTION P e st
PART 4 - PERMIT AND DESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION

B PERMIT INFORMATION .
01 TYPE OF PERMIT ISSUED 02 PERMIT IABER O3 DATE SSUED | O« EXPIAATION DATE | 03 OOMUENTS

OOt o T appiy)

O A. NPOES

Qe <

oc. am

0 0. RCAA

DE RCRA INTERM STATUS

OF. SPCCPLAN

0G STATEq,...,

OR LOCAL

OL ONHER gppeey

JBld. NONE
fiL SITE DESCRIPTION .
01 STORAGEAXSPOSAL [Chech of 0\t apolyf 02 AOUNT O3 LT OF MEASURE 04 TREATMENT (Ovach o8 hat anpty? 03 OTHER

0 A. SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 0ancensranon NONE

O 8 PLES - ' D 8. UNDERGROUND BNJECTION O & euiLDivGS On STTE

O C. DRUMS, ABOVE GROUND O°C. CHEMICALPHYSICAL

O D, TANK, ABOVE GROUND O 0. BIGLOGICAL NONE

O E TANK_ BELOW GROUND i O €. WASTE O PROCESSING 06 AREA OF STTE

¥ £ LR UNKNOW N O £. SOLVENT RECOVERY -~ 25

O G.LANDFARM D G. OTHER RECYCUNGRECOVERY 2 p—

O 1 OPEN DUMP O H.OTHER

O LOTHER Fosctm

Fioecty)
Q7 CONBAENTS \
THe Perin Municipar LANDFILL SITE 15 NOW ‘A CLOSED AND COVERED DUMP
WHERE GCNERAL HOUSEHOLD Refuse WAs perosred gy -He Ciy oF Pewin  Bevweew
1965 AND 1975, THE LANDFiL HAS NO LINER, AND 1S COCATED IN AN
ABANDONED GRAVEL PIT. See SecTIoN: 2.3
IV. CONTAINMENT
0t CONTASNMMENT OF WASTES (Chct onef. . )
O A ADEQUATE. SECURE O 8. MOGERATE B C. NADEQUATE, POOR O 0. SGECURE. UNSOUND, DANGEROUS

02 OESCHPTION OF DRUMS, BIING. LINERS, DARRERS_ ETC.
NO Evibence of Lners.
LANDFIL WRS COVERED AccorDING TO It:PA SPECIE ILATIONS,
EROSION GULLYS WERE OBSERVED

V. ACCESSIBILITY

Ot WASTE EASILY ACCESSLE: O YES 83 NO
RORMENTS ST WAS . NOT FULLY FENCED,
. EHD_ENCE, OF HUNTING OnN SiTe
MoTor BIKC TRACKS ON STe ,

LANDFpL 19 ADEQUM‘EL\ CONERED RAND No
LEACHATE WAS OBSERVED.

YL SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Coe apocstic sotananons, 0.4. state o, ascpts snslyss, speas)

SST conbucTed  HI-15-88.
STAte AND E+E Fie INFORMATION, Recion X

€EPa FORa 2070-13 (7 -01)



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTESITE | LIDENTIICATION

P ' 01 STATE| 02 SITE WUMBER
WEPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT e i)

PART S - WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

‘fL DRINKING WATER SUPPLY
01 TVYPE OF DRIWONG SUPPLY 02 STATUS . 03 DISTANCE TO SITE
et & aptcutey )
SURFACE wWELL ENDANGERED  AFFECTED:  WMONITORED | 233
COMMUNITY A0 8.B A O 80 S Cc® A__ Y~ (mh
NON-COMBAUNITY co 0.8 . 0.0 eQ £.0 87 0. 662 m
#i. GROUNDWATER
01 GROUNOCWATER USE N VICINITY (Crace enef . 7/
{OPner S0wrcos svatuile] . MOT
@ A OLY SOURCE FOR DRINKING O 8. DRINKING 0c¢ CW%T‘SMWW oo USED, UNUSEABRLE
COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL, IRRIGATION
ND obvar waler sanwrCas svolutie)
ozpoautoummmwnﬁnﬁ@_ oa_o-swcstonamammwamnm_____l'ZZB — (md
©4 OEPTH TO GROUNDWATER - - 05 DRECTION OF GROWWDWATER FLOW 068 DEPTH TO AOUFER 07 POTENNAL YELD - ummm
' ’ . ’ OF COCERN OF AQUFER
~ 40 t NORIE\ . 0r-5 m | UNKNOWN o Oves @nNO

09 DESCRF TYXON OF WELLS fincaxtrg snaspe. Sopt, selapve © Duscmrgs! . .
EVERyONE WITHIN A THREEC MIE RADIWS OF THe SITe 1S ON GROUNDWATER. Pexin HAS SEVEN

MUNIGPAL e s WHICH SeRve THe eNTiRe PORULATION. TWe FOPULATIoN OUTsiPe Of THE PeEKIN
AREA 1S Staved BY PRWATE WEWS.

10 RECHARGE AREA . 11 OGCHARGE AREA

s ves |comusas FRECIPITAT ;01 Oves fcomments  Posgiple DISCHARGE O
oo N FICTRATION oro - TLLinos Rive

V. SURFACE WATER

01 SURFACE WATER USE (Chact one)

W A RESERVOR_ RECREATION O 8. RRIGATION, ECONOMICALLY D €. COMMERCIAL, INOUSTRIAL O 0. NOT CURRENTLY USED
ORINIKRNG WATER SOURCE BAPORTANT RESOURCES . . ‘

02 AFFECTED/POTENTIALLY AFFECTED BOOES OF WATER

NAME: : AFFECTED DISTANCE YO SITE
LosT Creex o ~ 0. 1ob .
luinots  River o ~ 0,932 -

' _ o (=
V. DEMOGRAPHIC AND PROPERTY INFORMATION
01 TOTAL POPUAATION WITHIN 02 OSTANCE TO NEAREST POPULATION
ONE (1) MRE OF SITE TWO (2) MRLES OF SITE THREE (3) MLES OF SITE ’ 0 l 35
a__l258 6.__bd6B c._17034 . tm)
03 MAABER OF BURDINGS WITHN TWO (2] MELES OF SITE : 04 DESTANCE TO MEAREST OFF-SITE BURLDONG
~ 2258 o - 0.060 ,,

05 POPULATION WATIHaN VICINITY OF SITE (Peovae o - OV wTandy S ate. ¢ § . el wlag. Gensely Popatnied when sras)

RESIDENTIAL AREAS To TAE NORTH AND NORTHWEST.

INDUSTRIAL AREAS To THE WEST  NORTH SOUTH  AND NORTHWEST. -
AGRICULTORAL AREAS To THE EAST AND SouTH.

EPAFORM 2070-13 (281}




POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT .

L IDENTIFICATION

. 01 STATEJO2 SYTE neBEn

IL . {D9g0o3oi6 IS

EPA
N
V PART S - WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

YL ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION

01 FEFRIEABIITY OF UNSATURATED ZOME (Chech ene

QA 10-%=~30"%cwsec 0B . 10"¢-10"%crvsec 0 C. 104 - 10"3cm/sec B D.GREATER THAN 10-3 cm/sec

02 PEFRSEABRITY OF BEDROCK (Chech ene

O 8. RELATIVELY IMPERMEABLE [ C. RELATIVELY PERMEABLE O 0. VERY PERMEABLE
1107 - 1978 cweecy 100~ - 10~ % cmneqy (Grome v 181 owvecs

@ A MPERMEABLE
ALoes Dwan 10~ S ownecy

03 OEP T O BEDROCK 04 DEPTHOF CONTAMINATED SOL 2ONE 05 SOLpH
~ 15 UNKNOWN UNKNOWN
- 06 NET PRECIPTTATION . 07 ONE YEAR 24 HOUR RARFALL 08 SLOPE
_ _ SITESLOPE  '{ DIRECTIONOF SITE SLOPE | TERRAIN AVERAGE SLOPE
537 ' ~
353733« 277 ) 2.7 P 3 % | NorTH anp WesT ~ 3 *
09 ALOCD POTENTIAL 10

: ' : D SITE tS ON BARRIER (SLAND, COASTAL HIGH HAZARD AREA, RIVERINE FLOGOW,
mswﬂ_m&m -N/A . - FLocowAY

11 DSTANCE TO WETULANDS 13 acre sy 12 ISTANCE TO CRITICAL HABITAT gof endangered apvcast

ESTUARSE OTHER . ’ _ N /A (md
N . ' :
A._____/A___(ﬂi) B._N/A_..lm) enoancerepseecies: - NONE
13 LAND USE N VICINITY
DXSTANCE TO: ’
RESIDENTIAL AREAS: NATIONAL/STATE PARKS, AGRICULTURAL LANDS
COMMERCIALNDUSTRIAL FORESTS, OR WILDUFE RESERVES PRIME AG LAND AG LAND
£ 0.105 e 0.125 .4 e m 0. 0.090

uue_savmnwsrrsnmnoumamo;mrm

See Appentix A

Y SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cae asectic mtvmrcar. .9 siate s, samvie snslyna, seoerte!

EcoLopy AND ENVIROAMEKt Cieey, Reeon N . . ' - -

VUSGS TopooRAPUIC MAP @ Pekin QUADRANGLE .

WELL Lo6S: Tuinors Depariment OF PuBLIC Hearty And LAYNE WESTEFU;\ Company,
Iuinois STate Georosicar Survey

EPA FOIUML 2070-13(7 81}




POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT

EPA

1 $tAl

Il

L IDENTIFICATION
TE | 02 SITE MAVEBER
980901615

PART 8 - SAMPLE AND FIELD INFORMATION

fl. SAMPLES TAKEN

01 MUAEER OF

02.SAMPMLES SENT 10 0 ESTOMATED DATE
SAMALE TYPE SAMPLES TAREN FESULYS AVAABLE
GROUNDWATER
SJRFA(!_WATER
WASTE
AR
RUNCFF
sPuL .
< ECOVA ReomonNo, WA
SoL 5 'T:t ‘Io;v. LABORABRICS MonRoe' T
VEGETATION :
oneER | MUNICAPAL WBLL [TCL ENVIRONMGNTTAL Scicnce And ENGINEERING GAmesvpLs FL
JUTILITY WELL | TAL  Skinngk Aus Suerman WaLTiaM A
8L AIELD MEASUREMENTS TAKEN : ' :
Oy TYPe ' 02 COMMENTS
OVA 128 No READINGS * ABOVE BACKGROUND
Racjation Mini ALerT] No READINGS - ABOVE  PACKGROUND
Monitox No READINGS ABONE BACKGROUND
OZ/ EXPLOSIMETER MALFUﬁLT\QNm Near THE END OF SITE WALK - THROUGH.

V. PHOTOGRAPHS AND MAPS

o1 TYPE §{ GROUND O ASRIAL

02 N CUSTOOY OF ECOLOGY AND Eﬂ!l“ﬂuem: CHI(A&Q

ey of erpouten o dachupad

03 MAPS 04 LOCATION OF Mars
Ef Ecolooy AND EnviRonMeNT . Cricaso

V. OTHER FIELD DATA COULECTED #routsc anvarve descgrnnt

None

WL SCURCES OF INFORMATION Coe epeckic splerencan. 6.4, cemme Chog. samp analym. repons}

STRTE fie INFORMATION.
551 conbucTen  11- 15-88,

Ecorooy Ane EMvirovmer  Fugs, Reclod V.-

€EPAFQORas 2070-13 (7-81)



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

Jt sOENTIFICATION

¢ 1 WABER
\‘%EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT I |oa809001s
) PART 7 - OWNER INFORMATION
L CURRENT OWNER(S) PARENT COMPANY o copraney
DvnaE DERnARp J- RoSeNBeRE ]nzooom r‘ AME N/A 09 O+ B MAMBER
FRAnK RosenBEREG NG -
03 STREET ADORESS (£.0. Dea. A#0 4, o) 04 SXC O00E 10 STREET ADORESS (9.0, Bux. A0 ¢, aac) 11 SIC COOE
3072 Soutn 41w |
55 CITY : i 08 STAVEJO? 2 CODE 2oy 13 STATE] Y « 2P COOE
Pexin IL{ 61554 ‘.

01 RAME J02 D+ 8 IABER 06 NAME rvooewuaza
J03 STREET ADORESS (P.0. Sos, AFD 4, o0c) 04 SIC CO0E 10 STREET ADORESS (P.0. Sae, 47D ¢, ec ) 11 SIC COOE
osaTy rsu or 2P COOE 2oy 13 STATE| 14 P CODE

01 NAME 02 046 NAMBER 08 NAME foooe-ueen
03 STREEY ADORESS (P.0. Bos. AFD 4. exc) 04 $IC CODE 10 STREET ADORESS #£.0. oa. AFD 2, oxc) 119C COOE
0s CaITY rsurz 07 2P CODE 2ary 13 STATE| 1< 2@ COOE

01 NAMEE 02 0+ 8 NUMBER 08 NAME 090 + 8 MAMBER
03 STREET ADORESS (£.0. Box. RFD2, oxc) 04 SXC CO0E 10 STREEY ADORESS (#.0. Swa. A¥0 4 exc s | 11SC COOE
osay Joe stavgor 2w cooe zan 13 STATE] 14 2P COOE

L PREVIOUS OWNER(S) aat ewer secenrores . V. REALTY OWNER(S) & coptcases &t enne? racans oug . ]

01 MAME 02 D+ 8 MAKBER 01 NAME ©0+8NUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS (P.0. e, D¢, oexd 04 §XC CO0E ummnauﬁcu 04 SC CODE
S CITY rTﬂﬁ 07 bP CODE oSy rSI’AIE o7 P CO0E

01 NAME 302 0+ MaABER NAME 02 D+ NMABER
03 STREET ADCRESS (°.0. S, AFD ¢, oz} 04 SICCO0E O3 STREET ADDRESS ¢7.0. Sos. D4, ez 0e SC CODE
05 CITY rsnuzronrcooe [ 0] 08 STATE] 07 2 COOE

01 NAME 02 D+ B NABER 1 NAME 02 0+ 6 MABER
03 STREET ADGRESS (9.0, See. DY, o 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADORESS #.0. faom, A D¢ oy ~joe s CO0E
losaTy loasme 07 &P CO0E osary STATEJ 07 2 CODE

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Coe arectc sstormacas, 0.g.. simts Sus, avepie onatyst, mpover

SS1 conpuctep - 15-88

EPA FORDE 2070-13 (7,/81)




SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 8 - OPERATOR INFORMATION

LIDENTIFICATION

0V STATE
I

02 SITE MABEA

09863016 IS

A CURRENT OPERATOR  (Provass 5 cter b gomey OPERATOR'S PARENT COMPANY o anptcasni
OV MAME N / ' 02 D¢+ 8 NMUMBEA 10 NAME 13 D+ 8 NUMBER
msméu:ncss 1P.0. B0s, RFD ¢, axc 04 SIC O00E 12 STREET ADORESS 1 O oy AFDY, oxx) 13 SC COpE
os oy - Jos STATEJor 22 COOE reCITY 15 STATE |16 DP CODE
. / :
08 YEARS OF OFCRATION |09 NAME OF OWINER
#L PREVIOUS OPERATOR(S) st cont racent Sz prvvate oniy § ailorsat bras owacr) PREVIOUS OPERATORS' PARENT COMPANIES £ antcoony
01 NAME 62 0+ 8 NUMBER 10 NAME / ' 10+ B NUMBER
Criy or PeErin | N/A
03 STREET ADORESS (P.0. o« RFD Y. o) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREET A00RESS 9.0 Soc AFOS._ oy 13 SCCO0E -
, .
| 32_ C,QUFZ’[ S Y.
osQry 96 STATE [ 07 2P COOE reCaTY 15 STATE] 16 2@ CODE
Perin _ 1L]61554
08 YEARS OF OPERATION 09 NAME OF OWNER DURING TS PERICD
O NANE 52 0+ 6 NUMBER O NAME TV 0 6 NMBER
O3 STREET ATORESS (7.0, Sor, RFDY. exc) 04 SIC CO0E 112 STREET AQORESS £* 0 how. TFD¢_excy 13 SIC COnE
os Ty |06 STATE |a7 23¢ COOE e Ty 18 STATE] 16 D@ CODE
08 YEARS OF OPERATION | 09 NAME OF OWNER DURING NS PERIOD
01 RAME 02 D+8 NUMBER 10 RAME 11 D+BMUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS (£.0. Boc, AFD 4, etc) 04 SICCO0E 12 STREET AQORESS @.0 S, W04, axcy 13 SSCOO0E
oS Y j08 STAVE] 07 2P COOE cry lssuiz]ﬁzrcooe
08 YEARS OF CPCRATION | 09 NAME OF OWINER DURING THIS PERIOD

VY. SOURCES OfF lNFORm'_no“ (CR0 clic mtormom. 0.4, Cute (hon, Sumga EnEyanL, Faper)

ST cowputTes  11-15-88.

EPAFORM 207013 (7.81)




SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZAROOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 9 - GENERATOR/TRANSPORTER INFORMATION

LIDENTIFICATION

01 BTATE] 02 SITE NUMEBER

It Jp98090I6IS

L ON-SITE GENERATOR

820+ 8 MARBER

=

O NAME N/
A

03 STREET ADORESS ¢£.0. boc. A°DY, o0} 04 S1C COOE

;,_.,m 08 STATE|07 Zir COOE -

L OFFSITE GENERATOR(S)

01 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER O NAME 02 0+8 NMABER
gasrnEET ADORESS (7.0. Sos, AD 4, ouc} 04 SIC CO0E o:smqm'p.o. Box, AFD Y. oucy 04 SIC CODE
osémr }oesutz 07 2 COOE osuﬁ‘ 06 STATE] o7 23 COOE

01 NAME 02 0+ 6 NUMSBER o1 umi 02 D+8 NUMBER
o;srmzrnmaesp.o.uw;,@ 04 SIC COOE 03 STREET ADORESS .0, Sox. MO 4, ey 04 SIC COOE -

, .

Py jo¢ STATE] 07 1P COOE os Ty 06 STAVE] 07 29 GOOE

. WORTERS)

01 NAME . ]02 D+ B rMBER 01 NAME 02 0+ 8 NMAMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS ¢2.0. Sne. D2, esc) 04 $IC CODE mmmp@un«m 04 SIC CO0E
osary 06 STATE] 07 ZIP CODE osm _ ]oasure 07 2 COOE

O1 NAME ozo*am ouwé 02 D+8 NUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS ¢ 0. Ooc. FD ¢, ancy 04 SC CO0E 03 STREET ADORESS .0 Gne. 870 ¢, exc) 04 SIC CO0E
05 CITY o7 2F CO0E osanY

e

Y. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (o covatic tecncns. 6.6 same thas. asmpie enciyss, seonay

S91 comducLED H-- IS-28. .

EPAFOFmS 2070-13 (7-81)




EEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT

L DENTIFICATION

1 STATE] 02 SITE MUMBER

- pIN
PART 10- PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES D380%0b1S
1. PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES
0t O A WATER SUPPLY CLOSED 02 DATE 03 2GENCY
04 DESCRIFTION N/ ' .
01 O 8 TOWPORARY WATER SUPPLY PROVIOED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
] N/A
0t O C. PERMANENT WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRPTION N/
01 O D. SPXIED MATERAL REMOVED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRPTION _
~ N/a
o1 oacqwmmtmsomasuovéo 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRPTION /
N A
01 5 F. WASTE REPACKAGED' ©2 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRPTION N/ t
A
01 O G. WASTE OXSPOSED ELSEWHERE 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION N/ .
A
01 O H. ON SITE BURIAL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRFTION N/
01 O L IN SITTU CHEMICAL TREATMENT ° 02 DATE 03 AGBCY
04 DESCRIPTION N/A
01 O 4. N SITU BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGECY
04 DESCRPTION N /
01 O K N SITU PHYSICAL TREATIMENT 02 0ATE 03 AGECY
01 O L BNCAPSULATION G2 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 OESCRIPTION
N/a
01 [ 1. BVERGENCY WASTE TREATMENT G2 DATE 03 AGECY
04 DESCRPTION N/ ek
01 O N CUTOFF WALLS . 02 DATE 02 AGENCY
04 OESCRFTION N/ .
01 O O. BMERGENCY DIING/SURFACE WATER DIVERSION " 02 DATE 03 AGENCY _:
04 DESCRPTION N/
01 O P. CUTOSF TRENCHES/SLAMP 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRPTION N/ . ' B
01 O Q. SUBSURFACE CUTOFF WALL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

EPAFORM 2370-13¢7 81)




SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT

- PART 10 - PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

L SDENTIFICATION
1 STATE] 02 STE MABER

I DIBOSOIIS

& PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES eened

04 DESCRIPTION
NONE

01 O R. BARRER WALLS CONSTRUCTED 02 DATE . 03 AGENCY
0< DESCRPTON /
N/A
01 O S. CAPPING/COVERING 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
0« DESCRIPTION '
N/A
01 O T. BURK TANKAGE REPARED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION / :
N/A
01 O U. GROUT-CURTAMN CONSTRUCTED 02 DATE 03 AGBCY
04 DESCRPTION
N/p
01 O V. BOTIOM SEALED N 02 DATE 03 AGENCY.
0« DESCRIPTION /A
01 0 W. GAS CONTROL N 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
0« DESCRIPTION /
/A
01 3 X. ARE CONTROL N 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 OESCRIPTION
N
01 O Y. LEACHATE TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A |
01 O Z AREAEVACUATED =~ 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
O« CESCRPTION /
. N/A
0t O 1. ACCESS TO SITE RESTRICTED 02 DATE O3 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/
01 D 2. POPULATION RELOCATED 02 DATE O3 AGENCY
04 DESCRPTION N/
A |
Ot O 3. OTHER REMEDIAL ACTIMTIES 02 DATE O3 AGENCY,

B, SOURCES OF INFORMATION D mectic rbwoncon. 0.4.. 5tax: Gy, 6omgms saciyas apony

E‘—°“°‘-'1 AND  EnviRONmEN  Freey . REGlom X

€PAFOR 2070-13 (761}




POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE L 1DENTHFICATION

o
S, . SITE INSPECTION REPORT 01 STATE| 62 SITE MUMBER
VEPA PART 11 - ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION It |D38090JeIS

& ENFORCERSENT INFORMATION

Ot PAST REGUAATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTON @ YES D w0

a2 GESCRIFTION OF mmaAmmmutmmm

See Sec:nou 2.3 oF /UARWATNC

/

L SOURCES OF SNFORMATION (0or gcn: vo. R

E cotouy AnD EnviROon ment Files Reclon ¥ -
Sve InsFeciion (onbucTes  1]-15-88,

EPAFORM 2070-13 (781}
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FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET
siTE name: PEKIN Munteipar LANDFRILL ¥ | pace | or |l
u.s. epa 10: LLDIB0OJ0I6I5  Tpp: FOS5- 8802- 103 paN: FILOSBISA
patE: > 11-15 -88
TIME: > [ b |5

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:

> NNW

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLOUDY

> O

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. SIMS

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
>

DESCRIPTION: > PerspecTive of LANDEILL FacinG The NORTHWEST

> CORNER.

DATE: > ||-15-88
TIME: > 10615
DIRECTION OF

PHOTOGRAPH:
&=

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLOUDY

> ~ BO°F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. s1ms

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
>

DESCRIPTION: > PecrsSeccTive OF LANDEILL SHOWING —THE SOUTHERN

> <SecCToN.




FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET

site nake: PEKIN Municipac LANDEwL # | pace Z oF ||
U.s. Epa Ip: ILDIB0I0OILIS  1pp: F05-8802- 103 pan: FTLOS8ISA
pate: > W1-(5-88

TIHE: > 1620

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
> ESE

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> cLoudby

5 Gty " F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. Simb

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
>

DESCRIPTION: > PerspeciVe OF EAvern EDGE  OF  LAwEILL. Accesy

>ROAD 1S SHOWN oN LEFT SIbE OF PReTU. Huts owngd B4 Fapmer's Grain,

paTE: > |1~ 15-88
ve: > 1620
DIRECTION OF

PHOTOGRAPH:
> NE

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLOUDY

s ~ED°F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K.SIms

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
>

DESCRIPTION: > PeRsSPECTIVE OF EASTEpN EbGe OF LANDFILL.

> UNszb Remvy - Miy FACILITY 15 SHOWN |IN BACKGROUND,




FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET

SITE NaMe: PEK\N MunN(cipac  LAandeie ¥ | PAGE 3 oF ||
u.s. epa 1p: ILD9B0OYOIL (S ToD: FO5-8802- 103 paN: FILOSZISA
paTe: > l1-15-88 o

TIHE: > 1025

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
> W

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLouDY

> ~ 60 *F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. SImS

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
>

DESCRIPTION: > PERSPecTIvE OF LANDFILL LOOKING WEST FRoM EASTERN

> EDGE, COM-MONWEAL‘(H Edison Powerpuant SHOWN IN BACKLROUND,

DATE: > | (- 15-88
TIME: > 1L 2S
DIRECTION OF

PHOTOGRAPH:
> W

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLOUDY

> ~ LO°F

PHOTOGRAPBED BY:
> K. Sims

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
>

DESCRIPTION: > PeR<PecTIVE OF Acwcess RoAp To LANDEILL.

> CommonNWEALTH Edison  PowerRpLANT  SHOWN IN BACKG AOUND,




FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET
sITE Nake: PEKIN Municipac LANDFILL # | pace 4 or |}
u.s. epa 1p: ILDI80J0161S  1pp: FOS- 8802 - [63 pan: FILOS81SA
DATE: > ||~ 15-88 —
TIHE: > 1625

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
> SW

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLovdy

> ~WoO°F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
>K.SMS

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
>

DESCRIPTION: > PER SPECTIvg  OF  SOoutHEAST COR WER OF LANDFILL,
> Puoto TAKEN FROM ACESS ROAD,

DATE: >
TIME: >
DIRECTION OF

PHOTOGRAPH:
>

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
>

>

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
>

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
>

DESCRIPTION: >

>




" FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET

site nave:  Peiin MunNicipar Lanbrie 4| pace 5 or ||
u.s. epa 10: ILDIBOIJOILIS  TDD: FOS-8802 - 103 pan: FILOS8)SA
pate: > 11-15-88
tie: > | 130

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:

> W Y v PILOSBISR

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLoudy

> ~LO°F

PEOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. Sims

SAHMPLE ID
(if applicable):
> Sl

DESCRIPTION: > CLOSE -UP OF S0|1L sSampPrLe Sl

>

DATE: > 11°15-98
Tive: > VW30

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
> W

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLOUDY

s~ O'F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. s1m¢

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
o

DESCRIPTION: > PerSpecTive OF SOIL SAMPLE 26 ¢

>




FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET

site nawe:  PEKIN Munieipac LAND R # | PAGE [ OF R
u.s. epa 10: 1LD9B09016IS  ToD: FOS- 8802 - 103 paN: FIL 058154
paTe: > 11-15-88
tive: > |1 45
DIRECTION OF

PHOTOGRAPH:
>

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLOLDY

> ~ L0 " F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. Sim$

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
LN

DESCRIPTION: > CLoSg -UP OF SOl SAMpwe  S2.

>

paTE: > \1-15-88
TIME: > 145

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:

2 N

VEATHER

CONDITIONS:
> CLOUDY

g e N

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. S51ms

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
> Si

DESCRIPTION: > PERSPECTIVE OF Soi. SAMPLE S2.

>




FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET

site nawe: PEKIN  Municipac Lanoeie # | pace [ of ||
U.S. EpA ID: XLDIB09OI6IS ToD: FOS-8802 - }O3 PAN: FIL OS8ISA
DATE: > |\-1%- 88
TIHE: > 200

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
> SE

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLoudy

e o

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. Sm3S

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
> o &

DESCRIPTION: > CLose -LUP OF <ol SAMPLe S3,

>

pate: > 11-15-88 & & Lo \ ;
e ———————— .‘ \ b L \ Y % \
TIKE: > 200

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
> o

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLOVDY

st LD F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. sIim$

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
A

DESCRIPTION: > PERSPECTIVE OF SOIL SAMPLE S32,

>




FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET

site nawe: PeXIN Monicipac Lanoeie # | pace 3 or by
U.S. EpPA ID: XLDI9B090I6IS TDD: FOS-8802 - |03 PAN: FILOSBISA
paTE: > ||-15-88
tive: > 1215

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
> NwW

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLOUDY

y gt HOP

PEOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. sim§

SAHPLE 1D
(if applicable):
> 54

DESCRIPTION: > CLose ~-UP OF SolL SAMPLE S4.

>

paTE: > |1-15-88
tixe: > V216 | A

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
> W

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLoUDY

gl - O F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
= 1C: T S TINS

SAKPLE ID
(if applicable):
> sS4

DESCRIPTION: > FPERSPECTIVE OF S0IL $AmPLE S 4,

>




FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET
SITE NAME: PEK\N MUN\ClPAL LANDFIL{, H | PAGE 9 OF H
u.s. epa I0: TLDIBOJOIbIS to0: FOS-8802 - jO3 paN: FILOS8BISA

paTE: > |\-15-808
TIHE: > 1 D30

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
> N

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLouUDY

y  ~LO'F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. SImS

SAMPLE 1D
(if applicable):
> SS

DESCRIPTION: > CLOSE-UP OF SoiIL SAMPLE OS5, COLLECTED A

> A BACKGROUND Soit SAMPLE .

pATE: > |1-15-88
E: > | 330

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
2 N

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLOUDY

3 LOTF

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> K. Sims

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
> SS

DESCRIPTION: > PERGPeCTivg OF sSoiw Sampie S5,  Huts  owngd

> BY FARMERS ORAIN  SUOWN 1N BACKGROUND.




" FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET

srte nawe: PeXin. Monicipac Lanpeie # | pace 10 oF ||
U.S. EPA ID: XLDIB0YOI6IS Top: FOS-8802 - JO3 paN: FILOSBISA
paTE: > }\-15-89 i
tive: > 1345

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
> N

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLoupy

> ~0O°F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> S. SENGER

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
> Rw

DESCRIPTION: > CLOSE - UP  OF MUN|CiPAL WeLL Sampe B2 SAMPLE TAKEN FROM

> Peein NMuNioipar Wen ¥ 71, \2S5  Eovs Ave.  Pein.

pATE: > |1-15-88
TIHE: > | 345
DIRECTION OF

PHOTOGRAPH:
> NE

VEATHER

CONDITIONS:
> CLOUDY

> ~LO°F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> S. SENGER

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
> RW2

DESCRIPTION: > PERSPECTIVE OF MUN|C(FAL WECLL gAm;mf RwW?2 .

>




FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET

SITE NaME: PEKIN N\UNlClPAL LanoriL # | pace | | of ||
u.s. epa 10: XLDIBOYOI6IS TOD: FOS-8802 - |03 paN: FIL OS8BISA
paTE: > |\-15-80 - 1
TIHE: > 1600

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
> N

VEATHER
CONDITIONS:
> CLoUDY

¥ -1l F

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> S. SENGER

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable):
> RWI

pEscRIPTION: > CLose - UP OF UTIL|7y WELL SAMPLe RWI.

>

DATE: > }1-15-88
TIe: > | OO

DIRECTION OF
PHOTOGRAPH:
> N

VEATHER

CONDITIONS:
> CLouDY

R

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
> 5. SENGER

SAMPLE ID
(if applicable): . .
> S Rwl Yy N 7

DESCRIPTION: > PerspecTive OF LTILITY WELL SAMPLE RWI,

>




APPENDIX D
U.S. EPA TARGET COMPOUND LIST AND

TARGET ANALYTE LIST
QUANTITATION/DETECTION LIMITS

D-1
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ADDENTUM A

 ROUTINE ANALYTICAL SERVICES '
CONTRACT REQUIRED DETECTIOR AND QUANTITATION LINITS



Contract Laboratory Program
Target Compound List
Quantitation Limits

Xylenes {(total) 1330-20-7

SOIL
. SEDIMENT
COMPOUND ' CAS § VATER SLUBGE
Chloromethane 74-87-3 10 ug/L 10 ug/Kg
Bromomethane 74-83-9 10 10
~ Vinyl chloride 75-01-4 10 10
" Chleroethane ‘ 75-00-3 10 10
Hethylene chloride - 75-09-2 S S
Acetone ' 67-64-1 10 S
Carbon disulfide 75-15-0 S S
1,1-dichloroethene 75-35-4 S S
1,1-dichloroethane 75-34-3 S S
1,2-dichloroethene (total) 540-59-0 5 S
Chlorofora 67-66-3 -5 S
1,2-dichloroethane 107-06-2 S S
2-butanone (MEK) 78-93-3 10 10 .
1,1,1-trichloroethane 71-55-6 S S
Carbon tetrachloride 56-23-5 S S
- Vinyl acetate 108-05-4 10 10
Bromodichloromethane 75-27-4 5 S
1,2-dichloropropane 78-87-5 S S
cis-1,3-dichloropropene - 10061-01-5 ° S S
Trichloroethene 79-01-6 S S
Dibromochlorozethane 124-48-1 S S -
1,1,2-trichloroethane 79-00-5 5 S
Benzene. 71-43-2 .- S
Trans-1,3-dichloropropene 10061-02-6 S S
Broamoforsm _ 75-25-2 S S
4-Methyl-2-pentanone 108-10-1 10 0
2-Hexanone 591-78-6 10 10
Tetrachloroethene 127-18-4 S S
Tolene 108-88-3 S S
1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane 79-34-5 S 5
- Chlorobenzene 108-90-7 -5 S
Ethyl benzene 100-41-4 S S
Styrene ' : 100-42-5 ] b
S 5




Table A
Contract Laboratory Program
Target Compound List
- ' : _ . Semivolatiles Quantitation Limits

i : _ : : SOIL -
' ' : - SEDIMENT
COMPOUND CAS § ' VATER SLUDGE
. Phenol 108-95-2 10 ug/L 330 ug/Kg
' bis(2-Chloroethyl) ether 111-44-4 10 330
; 2-Chlorophenol 95-57-8 10 330
_ 1,3-Dichlorobenzene 341-73-1 10 330
S 1, 4-Dichlorobenzene 106-46-7 10 . 330
; Benzyl Alcohol 100-51-6 - 10 330
' _ 1,2-Dichlorobenzene 95-50-1 10 330
2-Hethylphenol 95-48-17 10 330
' bis(2-Chloroisopropyl) ether 108-60-1 10 330
) 4-Hethylphenol 106-44-5 10 330
L : N-Ni troso-di—n-diptopylamine 621-64-7 10 330
HBexachloroethane ' 67-72-1 10 330
Nitrobenzene - 98-95-3 10 330
1 Isophorone 78-59-1 10 330
' 2-Nitrophenol . 88-75-5 10 330
_— 2,4-Dimethylphenol 105-67-9 10 330
Benzoic Acid T 65-85-0 50 1600
- bis(2-Chloroethoxy) methane 111-91-1 10 330
2,4-Dichlorophenol - 120-83-2 10 330
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 120-82-1 10 . 330
= Naphthalene 91-20-3 10 ' 330.
= | 4-Chloroaniline 106-47-8 10 330
o . Hexachlorobutadiene 87-68-3 ‘10 300
g - &—Chloro-3-zethylphenol 59-50-7 10 : 330 - -
2-Hethylnaphthalene o 91-57-6 10 - -330. .
o . Bexachlorocyclopentadiene 71-47-4 10 330
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol . 88-06-2 10 330
Z,L,S-Ttichlotopbenol 95-95-4 50 : 1600
2-Chloronsphthalene 91-58-7 10 330
2-Nitroaniline ' 88-74-4 S0 1600
Dimethylphthalate - 131-11-3 10 330
Acenaphthylene : 208-96-8 10 - 330
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 606-20-2 10 330
3-Nitroaniline 99-09-2 S0 © 1600
_ Acenaphthene 83-32-9 10 330
! 2,4-Dini trophenol 51-28-5 50 : 1600
p 4-Nitrophenol , . 160-02-7 30 1600
. Dibenzofuran 132-64-9 10 330
2,4-Dinitrotoluene o 121-14-2 10 330
Diethylphthalate 84-66-2 10 330 -

4-Chlorophenyl-phenyl ether 7005-72-3 10 330




Table A

Contract Laboratory. Progtani

Target Compound List
_ Semivolatiles Quantitation Limits

SOIL

SLUDGE
COMPOUND CAS § -WATER SEDIMENT
Fluorene 86-73-7 10 ug/L 330 ug/Kg
4-Nitroaniline - 100-01-6 - 50 1600
4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol 534-52-1 50 1600
R-nitrosodiphenylaaine 86-30-6 10 - 330
4-Bromophenyl-phenylether 101-55-3 - 10 330
Bexachlorobenzene 118-74-1 10 330
Pentachlorophenol 87-86-5 50 1600
Phenanthrene - 85-01-8 10 330
Anthracene 120-12-7 10 330
Di-n-butylphthalate 84-74-2 10 330-
Fluoranthene 206-44-0 10 330
Pyrene 129-00-0 10 330
Butylbenzylphthalate 85-68-7 10 330
3,3’-Dichlorobenzidine 91-94-1 20 660
Benzo(a)anthracene 56-55-3 10 330
Chrysene 218-01-9 10 330
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 117-81-7 10 330
Di-n-octylphthalate 117-84-0 10 330
Benzo(b)fluoranthene .205-99-2 10 330
Benzo(k)fluoranthene ... 201-08-9... 10 330
Benzo(a)pyrene 50-32-8° 10 330
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 193-39-5 10 330
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 53-70-3 10 330
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 191-24-2 10 330




{8 .

Table A

Target Compound List

Contract Laboratory Program

Pesticide and PCB Quantitation Limits

SOIL

SEDINENT
COMPOUND CAS & VATER SLUDGE
alpha-BHC 319-84-6 0.05 ug/L 8 ug/Kg
beta-BHC 319-85-7 0.05 8
delta-BHC . 319-86-8 0.05 8
gamma-BHC (Lindane) 58-89-9 0.05 8
Beptachlor 76-44-8 0.05 8
Aldcin 309-00-2 0.05 8
Beptachlor epoxide 1024-57-3 0.05 8
Endosulfan I -~ 959-98-8 0.05 8
Dieldrin 60-57-1 0.10 16
4,4’ -DDE 72-55-9 0.10 16
Endrin 72-20-8 0.10 16
Endosulfan II 33213-65-9 0.10 16
&,4'-DDD , 72-54-8 0.10 16 .
Endosulfan sulfate 1031-07-8 0.10 16
&,4°-DDT 50-29-3 ~0.10 16
Kethoxychlor (Mariate) - 72-43-5. 0.5 80
Endrin ketone 53494-70-5 0.10 16
alpha-Chlordane 5103-71-9 0.5 80
gasma-chlordane 5103-74-2 0.5 80
Toxaphene 8001-35-2. 1.0 160
AROCLOR-1016 12674-11-2 0.5 80
AROCLOR-1221 11104-28-2 0.5 80
ARCCLOR-1232 11141-16-5 0.5 80
AROCLOR-1242 53469-21-9 0.5 80
ARCCLOR-1248 12672-29-6 0.5 80
AROCLOR-1254 11097-69-1 1.0 160
AROCLOR-1260 11096-82-5 1.0 160




Table A
Contract Laboratory Program
Target Analyte List
Inorganic Quantitation Limits

-

: SOIL SEDIMENT
COMPOUND PROCEDURE VATER SLUDGE
Aluminum Ice 200 ug/L 40 mg/Kg
Antimony Furnace 60 2.4
Arsenic Furnace 10 2
Barium ICp 200 40
Beryllium ICP S. 1
Cadaium Ice S 1
Calcium -ICP s 5000 1000
Chromium Icp 10 2
Cobalt Ice S0 10
Copper ICp 25 5
Iron Icp 100 20 -~
Lead - Furnace. 5 1
Magnesium ICcp 5000 1000
Manganese Icp - 15 3
M¥ercury - Cold Vapor 0.2 0.008
Nickel ICP ' 40 8 :
Potassium icp 5000 1000
Seleniua Furnace 5 1
Silver ICP 10 2
Sodium . ICp. 5000 1000
Thalliva Fucnace 10 2
Vanadiua ICP 50 10
Zinc ICp 20 4

Color 10 2

Cyanide




’
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ADDENDUN B

" CENTRAL REGIONAL LABORATORY
DETECTION LIMITS



. " TABLE B
CENTRAL REGIONAL LABORATORY
VOLATILE DETECTION LINMITS

DETECTION LIMIt

L T .

PARAMETER CAS § . IN REAGENT VATER
Benzene 71-43-2 1.5 ug/L
Bromodichloromethane 75-27-4 1.5
Bromoform 75-25-2 1.5

" Bromomethane 74-83-9 10
Carbon tetrachloride 56-23-5 - 1.5
Chlorobenzene 108-90-7 1.5
Chloroethane 75-00-3 - 1.5
2-Chloroethyl vinyl ether 110-75-8 1.5
Chlorofora ' 67-66-3 1.5
Chloromethane 7164-87-3 10
Dibromochloromethane 124-48-1 1.5
1,1-dichloroethane 75-34-3 1.5
1,2-dichloroethane 107-06-2 1.5
1,1-dichloroethene 75-35-4 1.5
Total-1,2-dichloroethene 540-59-0 1.5
1,2-dichloropropane : 78-87-5 - 1.5
cis-1,3-dichlopropropene 10061-01-5 2
trans-1,3-dichloropropene 10061-02-6 : 1
Ethyl benzene 100-41-4 1.5
Methylene chloridet 715-09-2 1
1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane 79-34-5 1.5
Tetrachloroethene 127-18-4 . 1.5
Toluene* 108-88-3 1.5
1,1,1-trichloroethane 71-55-6 1.5
1,1,2-trichloroethane ~79-00-5 1.5
Trichloroethene 79-01-6 1.5
Vinyl chloride 75-01-4 10
‘Acrolein 107-02-8 100
Acetone®* 67-64-1 75
Acrylonitrile 107-13-1 S0
Carbon disulfide 75-15-0 3
2-butanone 78-93-3 (50)
Vinyl acetate 108-05-4 15
4-Nethyl-2-Pentanone 108-10-1 (3)
2-Hexanone - 519-78-6 - (50)
Styrene 100-42-5 1
z-xylene 108-38-3 2
o-xylene## 95-47-6
p-xylenet# 106-42-3 2.5%¢
Total Xylene 1330-02-7

% Common Laboratory Solvents. _ T
Blank Limit is SX Method Detection Limit.

(.) Values in parentheses are estimates.

Actual values are being determined at this time.

**  The o-xylene and p-xylene are reported as a total of the tvo.
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TABLE B (cont.)

CRL

SEMIVOLATILE DETECTION LIMITS -

cont.

DETECTION BLANK
PARAMETER CAS § LIKIT LIMIT
Aniline : 62-53-3 1.5 ug/L 3 ug/L
Bis(Z-chloroethyl)ether 111-44-4 1.5 3
Phenol 108-95-2 2 4
2-Chlorophenol . - 95-57-8 2 4
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 541-73-1 2 4
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 106-46-7 2 - 4
1,2-Dichlorobenzene .95-50-1 2.5 S
Benzyl alcohol 100-51-6 2 4
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl) ether 39638-32-9 2.5 S
2-Methylphenol 95-48-7 1 2
Hexachloroethane 67-72-1 2 4
N-ni trosodipropylasine 621-64-7 1.5 3
Nitrobenzene 98-95-3 2.5 S
4-Hethylphenol 106-44-5 1 2 -
Isophorone 78-59-1 2.5 S
2-Nitrophenol _ 88-75-5 2 4
2,4-Dimethylphenol 105-67-9 2 4
Bis(2-chloroethoxy)methane 111-91-1 2.5 S
2,4-Dichlorophencl 120-83-2 2 4
" 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 120-82-1 2 4
Naphthalene 91-20-3 2 4
4-Chloroaniline 106-47-8 2 4
Hexachlorobutadiene - 87-68-3 2.5 S
Benzolc acid == 65-85-0 30) -(60) .
2-Hethylnapthalene 91-.57-6 2 4
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 59-50-7 1.5 3
Bexachlorocyclopentadiene 17-47-4 2 4
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 88-06-2 1.5 3
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol 95-95-4 1.5 3
- 2-Chloronapthalene 91-58-7 1.5 3
. Acenapthylene 208-96-8 1.5 3
Dimethyl phthkalate 131-11-3 1.5 3
2,6-Dinitrotoluene - 606-20-2 1. 2
Acengphthene 83-32-9 1.5 -3
3-Nitroaniline 99-09-2 2.5 -
Dibenzofuran 132-64-9 1 2
2,4-Dinitrophenol 51-28-5 15) (30)
2,4-Dini trotoluene 121-14-2 1 2




TABLE B (Cont.)
CRL

SEMIVOLATILE DETECTION LINITS

BLANK (a)

2-Hitroaniline

DETECTION

PARAMETER CAS ¢ LINIT LIKIT
Fluorene 86-73-7 1 ug/L 2 ug/L
4-Nitrophenol : 100-02-7 1.5 3
4-Chlorophenyl phenyl ether 7005-72-3 1 2
Diethylphthalate : 84-66-2 1 2
4,6-dinitro-2-methylphenol 534-52-1 (15) (30)
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine 122-66-7 1 2
n-Nitrosodiphenylamine #* 86-30-6

~ Diphenylamine * . 122-39-4 1.5 3
4-Nitroaniline 100-01-6 3 6
4-Bromophenyl-phenylether 101-55-3 1.5 3
Hexachlorobenzene 118-74-1 . 1.5 3
Pentachlorophenol 87-86-5 2 §
Phenanthrene 85-01-8 1 2
Anthracene - 120-12-7 2.5 S
Di-n-butylphthalate 84-74-2 2 4
Fluoranthene 206-44-0 1.5 3
Pyrene 129-00-0 1.5 3
Butylbenzylphthalate - 85-68-7 3.5 7
Chrysene #* - . 218-01-9 :
Benzo(a)anthracene #* 56-55-3 1.5 3
bis(2-Bthylhexyl)phthalate 117-81-7 1 2
Di-n-octyl phthalate 117-84-0 1.5 .3
Benzo(b)fluoranthene ##* - 205-99-2 '
Benzo(k)fluoranthene #** 207-08-9 1.5 3
Benzo(a)pyrene - 50-32-8 -2 &
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 7193-39-5 3.5 7
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene 53-70-3 . 2.5 S
Benzo(g,h,1)perylene 191-24-2 4 - 8

: 88-74-4 1 2

& These -tvo parameters are reported as a total.
#t . These tvo parameters are reported as a total.
#%%* These tvo parameters are reported as a total.

Note: Liuits are for reagent vater.

(a) 1If the blank limit is exceeded, the sample is reextracted end rerun.
( ) Values in parentlieses are estimates.
The actual values are being determined at this time.



PESTICIDE AND

TABLE B (Cont.)

CRL

PCB DETECTION LINMITS

: DETECTION
PARAMETER CAS § LIMIT
Aldrin 309-00-2 0.005 wug/L
alpha BHC 319-84-6 (0.010)
beta BHC 319-85-7 (0.005)
delta BAC 319-86-8 (0.00S)
gama BHC (Lindane) 58-89-9 0.005
Chlordane - 57-74-8 (0.020)
4,4'-DDD - 72-54-8 (0.020)
&,4'-DDE 72-55-9 (0.005)
§,4°-DDT 50-29-3 0.020
Dieldrin 60-57-1 0.010
Endosulfan I 959-98-8 0.010 _
Endosulfan II 33213-65-9 0.010 .
Endosulfan sulfate 1031-07-8 (0.10)
Endrin 72-20-8 0.010
Endrin aldehyde 7421-93-4 (0.030)
Endrin ketone 53494-70-5 (0.030)
Beptachlor . 76-44-8 0.030
Heptachlor epoxide 1024-57-3 0.005
4,4’ -Hethoxychlor 72-43-5 0.020
Toxaphene ~ 8001-35-2 {0.25)
PCB-1242 .53469-21-9 (0.10)
PCB-1248 12672-29-6 (0.10)
PCB-1254 T 11097-69-1 (0.10)
PCB-1260 (0.10)

11096-82-5

( ) Values in parentl;eses are estimates.

Actua_l values are being determined at this time.

Notes Limits are for reagent water.
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TABLE B (Cont.)
CRL

~ INORGANIC DETECTION LIMITS

. DETECTION :
COMPOUND PROCEDURE LIMITS RANGE UNITS
Aluminum Ice 100 80 to 1,000,000 ~ ug/L
Antimony Furnace - 2 2 to 30 ug/L
Arsenic - Furnace 2 2 to 30 vg/L-

- Barfuam ICP 30 6 to 20,000 ug/L
Beryllium . JIcp 5 1 to 20,000 ug/L
Boron Icp 80 . 80 to 20,000 ug/L
Cadmium IcP 10. 10 to 20,000 ug/L
Cadajium Furnace 0.2 0.2 to 2 ug/L
caleium ice 1000 0.5 to 1,000 wg/L
Chromium . Icp 10 8 to 20,000 ug/L
Cobalt IcP 10 6 to 20,000 ug/L
Copper icep - 10 6 to 20,000 ug/L
iron Icp 100 80 to 1,000,000 wug/L
Lead Furnace 2 2 to 30 ug/L
Lead ICP 70 70 to 20,000 - ug/L
Lithium ICP 10 10 to 20,000 ug/L
.Hagnesium Ice 1000 0.1 to 200 wg/L
Maganese Ice 10 5 to 20,000 ug/L :
Mercury Cold vapor 0.2 0.1 to 2 ug/L
Holybdenua Ice 15 15 to 20,000 ug/L
Nickel Ice 20 15 to 20,000 ug/L
Potassium ICP 2000 5 to 1,000 eg/L
Seleniun Purnace 2 2 to 30 ug/L
Silver (v 3 S 6 to 10,000 ug/L .
Sodium ICP - 1000 1 to 1,000 ag/L
Strontiue ICcP 10 10 to 20,000 ug/L _
Sulfide Titration 1 <1 T ag/L
-Sulfide ~ Color 0.05 <1 ' ag/L
Thaliium FPurnace 2 2t03 ug/L
Titaniua e 25 25 T0 20,000 UG/L
Tin ICP &0 40 to 20,000 ug/L
Vanadius ice 10 - S to 20,000 ug/L
Yttriua Ice - S to 20,000 ug/L
Zinc Ice 20 40 to 1,000,000 wug/L
Cyanide aA 5.0 8 to 200 ug/L

Note: The above list may or may not contain compounds that &te

routinely analyzed st CRL for lov level detection limits for
drinking vater.

See inorganic Routine Analytical Services for related CAS 8.



ADDENDUM C

SPECIAL ANALYTICAL SERVICES
DETECTION LIMITS

Drinking Vater Samples



TABLE C
SPECIAL ANALYTICAL SERVICES DRINKING WATER
VOLATILE QUANTITATION LIKITS

DETECTION LIKIT

K

PARAMETER CAS § IN REAGENT VATER
Benzene +71-43-2 - 1.5 ug/L
Bromodichloromethane 75-27-4 1.5
Bromoform . 715-25-2 1.5
Bromomethane '714-83-9 1.5
Carbon tetrachloride 56-23-5 1.5
Chlorobenzene 108-90-7 1.5
Chloroethane - 75-00-3 1.5
2-Chloroethyl vinyl ether 110-75-8 1.5
Chloroform 67-66-3 1.5
Chloromethane 14-87-3 1.5
Dibromochloromethane 124-48-1 1.5
1,1-Dichloroethane 75-34-3 1.5
1,2-Dichloroethane 107-06-2 1.5
1,1-Dichloroethene 15-35-4 1.5
Total-1,2-Dichloroethene 540-59-0 1.5
1,2-Dichloropropane 78-87-5 1.5
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 10061-01-5 2
trans-1,3-Dichlopropropene. 10061-02-6 1
Ethyl benzene 100-41-4 1.5
Methylene chloride * 75-09-2 1
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane - 79-34-5 1.5
Tetrachloroethene 127-18-4 1.5
Toluene * . . 108-88-3 1.5
1,1, l-Trichloroethane 71-55-6 1.5
1,1__,2—‘l‘tich10t0ethane 79-00-5 1.5
Trichloroethene 79-01-6 1.5
Vinyl chloride 15-01-4 1.5
Acrolein 107-02-8 25
Acetone * 67-64-1 S
Acrylonitrile 107-13-1 25
Carbon digulfide 715-15-0 3
2-Butanone . 78-93-3 S

~ Vinyl scetate 108-05-4 S
A-Yethyl-2-pentanone - 108-10-1 1.5
2-Hexanone 519-78-6 S
Styrene 100-42-5 . 1
Xylene (total) 1330-02-7 1.5

*

Cozmon laborstory solvents.

Blank liegit is Sx method detection limit.
( ) Values in parentheses are estimates.
actual values are being determined at this ti-e



AL

TABLE C (cont.) .
SAS DRINKING VATER

SENIVOLATILES QUANTITATION LIMITS

2,4-Dinitrotoluene

DETECTION

PARAMETER CAS § LIMIT
Aniline 62-53-3 1.5 ug/l
Bis(2-chloroethyl)ether 111-44-4 1.5
Phenol 108-95-2 2
2-Chlorophenol 95-57-8 2
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 541-73-1 2
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 106-46-7 2
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 95-50-1 2.5
Benzyl alcohol 100-51-6 2
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl)ether = 39638-32-9 2.5
2-Hethylphenol 95-48-7 1
Hexachloroethane 67-72-1 2
n-Nitrosodipropylamine 621-64-7 1.5
Nitrobenzene 98-95-3 2.5
4-Methylphenol 106-44-5 1
Isophorone "78-59-1 2.5
2-Nitrophenol 88-75-5 2
2,4-Dimethylphenol 105-67-~9. 2
Bis(2-Chloroethoxy)aethane 111-91-1 2.5
2,4-Dichlorophencl 120-83-2 2
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 120-82-1 2
Naphthalene : . 91-20-3 2
4-Chlorcaniline 10647-8 2
Hexachlorobutadiene 87-68-3 2.5
Benzoic Acid 65-85-0 .2
2-Hethylnapthalene 91-57-6 2
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 59-50-7 1.5
Bexachlerocyclopentadiene 17-47-4. 2
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 88-06-2 1.5
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol 95-95-4 1.5 .
2-Chloronapthalene 91-58-7 i.5
Acenapthylhene - - 208-96-8 1.5
Dimethyl phthalate 131-11-3 1.5
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 606-20-2 1
Acenaphthene 83-32-9 1.5

. 3-Nitrosniline 99-09-2 - 2.5
Dibenzofuran 132-64-9 1
' 2,6-Dini trophenol 51-28-5 (15)

121-14-2 1




TABLE C (Cont.)
SAS DRINKING WATER

SEMIVOLATILE QUANTITATION LINWITS

DETECTION

PARAMETER CAS ¢ LINIT
Fluorene 86-73-7 1 ug/L
4-Ni trophenol 100-02-7 1.5
4-Chlorophenyl phenyl ether 7005-72-3 1
Diethyl phthalate . 84-66-2 1
4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphencl 534-52-1 (15)
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine 122-66-7 1
n-Ni trosodiphenylamine * 86-30-6
Diphenylamine ¢ 122-39-4 1.5.

" 4-Nitroaniline 100-01-6 3

' 4-Bromophenyl-phenylether - 101-55-3 1.5

_ Hexachlorobenzene : 118-74-1 1.5
Pentachlorophenol 87-86-5 2
Phenanthrene 85-01-8 1
Anthracene 120-12-7 2.5
di-n-Butyl phthalate 84-74-2 2
Fluoranthene 206-44-0 . 1.5
Pyrene 129-00-0 1.5
Butyl benzyl phthalate 85-68-7 3.5
Chrysene %% 218-01-9
Benzo(A)Anthracene #% . 56-55-3 1.5
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate 117-81-7 1
di-n-Octyl phthalate 117-84-0 1.5
Benzo(b)fluoranthene ##+ 205-99-2
Benzo(k)fluoranthene #ot 207-08-9 1.5
Benzo(a)pyrene - 50-32-8 2
Indeno(l,2 3—cd)pytene : 193-39-5 3.5
Dibenzo{a,h)anthracene 33-70-3 2.5
Benzo(g,h,1)perylene 191-24-2 4
2-Nitroaniline 88-74-4 1

& These two parameters are repértéd as a total.
**  These tvo perameters are reported as a total.
%4+ These tvo parameters are reported zs a total.

-(' ) Values in parentbeses are estimates.
The actual values are being determined at this time.

Note: Limits are for reagent vater.



TABLE C (Cont.)
SAS DRINKING VATER
PESTICIDE AND PCB QUANTITATION LINMITS

DETECTION

PARAMETER CAS LINMIT
Aldrin 309-00-2 0.005 ug/L
alpha BAC 319-84-6 0.010
beta BRC 319-85-7 0.005
delta BHC 319-86-8 0.005
gamma BHC (Lindane) 58-89-9 0.005
alpha-Chlordane 5103-71-9 . 0.020
gamma-Chlordane 5103-74-2 . 0.020
4,4'-bDD 72-54-8 - 0.020
&,4'-DDE 72-55-9 0.005
4,4'-D0T 50-29-3 0.020
Dieldrin 60-57-1 0.010
Endosulfan I 959-98-8 0.010
Endosulfan II 33213-65-9 0.010
Endosulfan sulfate 1031-07-8 0.10
Endrin 72-20-8 0.010
. Endrin Aldehyde 7621-93-4 '(0.030)
Endrin Ketone 53494-70-5 0.030
Heptachlor 76-44-8 0.030
Heptachlor Epoxide 1024-57-3 - 0.005
4 4'-Hethoxych10t 72-43-5 0.020
' Toxaphene 8001-35-2 0.25
Aroclor-1016 12674-11-2 0.10

~ Aroclor-1221 11104-28-2 0.10
Aroclor-1232 11141-16-5 0.10
Aroclor-1242 - 53469-21-9 0.10
Aroclor-1248 12672-29-6 0.20
Aroclor-1254 11097-69-1 0.10
Aroclor-1260 ~ 11096-82-5

0.10

() ﬁalues in parentheses are estimates. '
Actusl values are being determined at this time.

Note: Limits are for reagent vater.



TABLE C (Cont.)
SAS DRINKING VATER

INORGANIC DETECTION LINITS

DETECTION
PARANET=R PROCEDURE LIMIT
Aluminum Icp 100
Antimony GFAA 5
Arsenic GFAA S
Barium ICP 50
Berylliom . Icp S
Cadmiun GFAA 0.5
Calcium ICP 1000 .
Chromiwm Icp 10
Cobalt ICP 10
Copper ICcp 10
Iron ~ ICP 100
Lead GFAA 2
Magnesiom Icep 1000
Manganese - ICP 10

~ Mercury Cold Vapor 0.2 -
Nickel - ICP 20
Potassium - ICP 2000
Selenjom GFAA 2
Silver ICP 5
Sodium ICP 1000
Thallim GPAA 2
Tin ICP 40
Vanadima ICP 10
Zinc ICP 20
Cyanide Colorimetric 10

Rote: The above list may or may mot contain compounds that are routinmely
analyzed at CRL for lov level detection limits for drimking water.

See inorganic Routine Analytical Services (RAS) for velated CAS {.



~ APPENDIX E

VELL LOGS OF THE AREA OF THE SITE



Well Informatiou—Drift Wells

721 WEST ILLINOIS AVENUE

Logne-Westsra Company

WATER SUPPLY CONTRACTORS

AURORA, ILLINOIS 60507
Phone 312—897-6941-

RW1

Name of Job_ Pekin Water Works Company Date__8-11-69
City ar Village_Pekin State_I1linois
Well No.: 7 Drillers:_Kopp
Well Location:___ 1700 ft. (_N_) and_150 ft. ( W_ ) of the_ SE corner
SW4 Section 3 , Twp 248 ¢ ). Range oW ( ) Tazewell Count:
Otherwise located as_ Block 3, Lot 20, James Edds. Addition
Work'Began: 8-1-69 Work Completed:__8-11-63 Well Depth: 120"
All measurements made from existing ground level at time well was drilled.
Casing Record:
Amount Dia. Wt or Thickness Material _ -
92t _ 2p°' __ 38" Wall Steel with welded joints from_2' &bove 4, 90"
_ . _ . ~ ground.
with joints from to
Screen Record: Type__ Layne Shutter
-Amount  Dia. Opening Material :
30" 20" #6 slot Stainless ith welded joints from 90" 4o 120"
__with joints from to
Type of Seal at Bottom__Steel Plate
Hole Record:
- 48" inch from.___ 0 to 10’
| 42" inch from 10° . 4o .120* T.D.
Gravel Pack Record:
. ..-Amount . . Size —. ...Source From To
30 ton ~* #3 “Muscatine 60" - 120"
| L nget -
Cementing Record:. Reddmix from 20' to ground level

DA~ Do, Pitrim annd Feam 9NTY 4 200



INSTRUCTIONS TO DRILLERS

' T B2l St Pubiic Health PILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMA TION REQUESTED AND MAIL ORIGINAL TO S TATE
YollowCopy-WellConu.cw DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, CONSUMER HEALTH PROTECTION, 535 WEST
Biue Copy ~ Well Ownet JEFFERSON, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS, 6§2761. DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL/WATER b
. SURVEYS SECTION, BE SURE TO PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION.
ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT -OF PUBLIC HEALTH , GEOLOGXCAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD
- WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT :
o : 10. Property a ell No.
1. Type of Vell Address J/ YR .
o. Dug . Bored_ . Hole Diam. in. Depth ft. Driller 4 A . License No. /22 =¢ ¢ 235
Curb material _ . Buried Slab: Yes No 11, PermitNo. 24 L I Date r-if-8¢
b. Driven . Drive Pipe Diam. in. Depth f1. 12. Water irom___’éﬂ,?‘l_-___ 13. County T d
e L N YO S
4. Grout: C —_— 14. Screen: Diem.___ &= _in. Twp. 2.4 A
’ ’ (RIND) FROM (F\.) TO (F1.) Lergth: _3__ft. Slot__2¢ . Rge. 2% -
Elev .
15. Casing and Liner Pipe
Diam. (in.) _ Kind end Welght Prom (FL.) | To (FL) Loc:":-?:u -
, L, ] _ ) BECTION PLAT
2. Distance to Nearest: _ Y 'r'iQB VA1 e £§—‘
Bullding _________Ft.  Seepage Tile Fleld_.[.L____ — aki K —
. Cess Pool g0 Sewer (non Cast lron)_Ld_G‘____ e lpbuec Leh So 5 € T2
Privy — . Sewer (Cast iron) " 16. Size Hole below casing:____~— __ in. i .
Septic Tank__,[_l_ﬂ_____ " Barnyard - 17. Statle level _ﬁ_{t below casing top which is [ Hem 10
Leaching Pit ___ o ___ Manure Pile = . above ground level. Pumping level_&,ﬁ.ﬂ when pumpinq a5
3. Well furnishes water for human consumption? _Yoes_,x__'No gpm for {2 __ hours.
4. Date well completed ____Q_:'__.LL__E . , T
5. Permanent Pump Installed? Yes A _Date X -4 . §¢No .18 . FOTMATIONS PASSED ThmoUm THicKNES | B0k
MunulcctuurM_Type _&&:Locauon _.u..-ﬂ: : ey - o 23
‘Copacity_ 4~ _gpm. Depth of Setting T . : Ft. : : X *
6. Well Top Sealed? Yes No —x'-r_yze . . . 28 |
7. Pitless Adapter Install?dZ‘ Yes No - M ol g1 4
Manufacturer Model Number___._____ ' - 5 1

How attached to cuing?___m . ' | ij-s.__dg&.l.a— . J_:i__.lé_.

8. Well Disinfected? Yes_ X
~ 9. Pump and Equipment Dlslnfectod? Yes X _No

.10. Pressure Tank Slzo_#.-.i_qul ypc.PA«élagun?&ﬁ
Loeation H r. WV 4..}‘

11 Water Sample Submitted? Yea__X___ No

REMARKS: 1, ¢ z_—‘

(connnymn HEET IF NECESSARY)
SIGNED /g ' DATE = = X
20 - L2202

IDPH 4.08$



INSTRUCTIONS TO DRILLERS ' : 3 '

e ool stPublic Health FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUESTED AND MAIL ORICINAL TO S TATE
Yellow Copy ~ Well Contiactor DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, CONSUMER HEALTH PROTECTION, 535 WEST
Bive Copy ~Well Ownet JEPFERSON, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS, 62761. DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL/WATER ™
- - " SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION.
ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH GEOLOGICAL ANDWATER SURVEYSWELL RECORD

 WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT
_ 10, Property owner
1. Type of Well Address _¥%

o. Dug . Bored . Hole Diam._____ _In. Depth ft. Driller duy " A License No. _ftarsyed /cq-coax
Curb material. . Buried Slab: Yes No 11. PermitNd. _ [1414 % Date g-+5 -39 :
b. Driven . Drive Pipe Diam. _____in. Depth ft. 12. Water from___5_ dad__ 13. County _TarnZece (]
e ¢ [t NGy R P
d. Grout: ) i — : ~ 14. Sereen: Diam.___ & _in. Twp _Z_LA_
' \ (KIND) FROM (FL) TO (F1) Lergth: 4 . #. Slot__ /2~ Rge. St ]
' Phis Sod pernd lﬁ:-“"’l- Elev.
15. Casing and Liner Pipe :

Diem., (:n.) " Kind end Welght Prom (F1.) | To (FL.) .Loc:\tﬁgﬂ '"1-
- . -} sEcTiON PLA
2. Distance to Necrest: - . 43 | STee | *Azfj%; © £
Bullding 48 Ft.  Seepage Tile Field_ZZ___ LEL1 —— - -
Cess Pool ___ — Sewer (non Cast iron)__ 7.5 Q[ ..4[{1?4_7_[_3_:_7%_1%_1 Loa @_@;QV‘IM
Privy Sewer (Cast iron) e " 16. Stke Hole below casing: in. .
Septic Tcmk__é______ Bamyard =l : ' 17. Static léevel __4"g_ft. below casing top which is J/V ft.
Leaching Pit _—__ Manure Pile = _above ground level. Pumping level __£7 ft. when pumping at_:ﬁ:.
3. Well furnishes water for human consumption? Yes_X__ No : gpm for _¥___ hours.
4. Date well completed 9-T-_ 84 - - P Py
5. Permanent Pump Installed? Yoa.X_Dcte -9 -94 No 18, FORMATIONS PASSED THROUGH N 0T TOM
Manu(acturer_ '_ €dA- Type <3 e LocutlonTA_t..LL__ (/IZZé’W 5’4/,,{{ ,,) CA Ay o P P,
Capacity. L& _gpm. Depth of Setting 1o Ft. U 7 )
6. Well Top Sealed? Yes_._.__No Type ' M ar4 f’/l/) 20131\
7.

Pitless Adapter Installed? Yes_X___ No oy /] R
Manufacturer—zlﬂ-dvﬂﬂ-'{-———ldodel Number Lkt Appacve ‘Q—_—‘S“M—Q_‘Z hoe C A'q‘;’ 3

How attached to cu\nq?__ﬁgmﬁ“h:_f_g_a;_dw}_ _ ./ Sandq CL»Q S ¢y
8. Well Disinfected? Yes_ X ' o arer HM'E ; ﬁm‘flq Sandl 6% ¢ ¢

9. Pump and Equipment Disinfected? Yes X -No____ . 2c3
10. Pressure Tank Size 7 _gal. Tne.ﬁﬂsfac,&‘i.w HAaed [’dcr(ed /'447‘&5 7166 78
Location ... i sic v s.a : : /
11. Water Sample Submitted? Yes X No . Saned Slene _
REMARKS: Plee Shate | 27 go
1o C‘.a,,\,-TL/ Hea lTA DPepT. | - |
éu-.’.é(g in el Lo -3 /u‘”‘ (CONTINUE ON E SHEET IF NECESSARY)

i 4 y.. 78/ »\0-27 3" Pt SIGNED

PH408

patEZ=7-8% T
=

-1



I - ' INSTRUCTIONS TO

Cco[- .
Dept ol Public Haalth
w Copy — Well Contr setot
Jopy ~Well Owner

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT

. Type of Well : . '
a. Dug_.__. Bored__x . Hole Diam._16_in. Depth_A3 f1.
Curb moaterial ' . Buried Slab: Yes No
b. Driven . Drive Pipe Diam. in. Depth ____It.

. Finished la Drift __x____. In Rock .
. Gravel Packed _Narthern Gravel #0

TO (F1)

c. Drilled
" Tubular
_ d. Grout:

(KIND) FROM (Pt.)

Distance to Newest:

Building___150 _Ft.  Seepage Tile Field__ 25

Cess Pool = Sewer {(non Cast iron)_ -
Privy : Sewer (Cast iron) ——
Septic Tonk _J_._L____ 'Barnyard -

Leaching Pit Manure Pile _ -

Well furnishes water for human consumplion? Yes_X__ No
. Date well completed
. Permanent Pump Installed? Yes Date No
Manufacturer : Type Location
Capacity gpm. Deplh of Setling Ft
. Well Top Sealed? Yes_X__No Type __vented cap _
. Pitless Adapter [nstalled? Yes_ X No
Manufacturer _Dicken Model Number Jild=5-10-
How altachzad to casing? clamp-on
. Well Disinfected? Yes_X ____ No
. .Pump and Equipment Disinfected? ° Yes No
Pressure Tank Size gal. Type
Location v
Water Sample Submitted? Yes No
‘MARKS:

&‘5&7(/? g/ sYP

.LERS

FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUESTED AND MAIL ORIGINAL-TQ S TATE
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC MEALTH, CONSUMER HEALTH PROTECTION, 535 WEST
JEFFERSON, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS, 62741,

SURYEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION.

DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL/WATER

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD ‘
10. Property o No.
Address _§ 5
Driller __oteven sauder License No, __92-022
11. Permit No. ;!.17893 Date /20/8
12. Water trom_fine sand 13. County _ lazewell
. ora-llo- .
ot depth 59 1o ' Sec. _14. /e
14. Screen: Diom. Ll' Hn Twp. ZEN_
Length: __4 f. Slot____,025 Rge. 9.
. ' ) ' Elev. -
15. Casing and Liner Pipe
Dism. (in.) Kind and Weight From (F1.) | To (Ft.) Loc:};?gn ™
8 PVC o +1% 59 BECTION PLAT
2 /00's &'r00&
Mk SE pE SE
16. Size Hole below casing: .
17. Static level 5&__(! below casing lo hlch is 13 .
_above ground level. Pumping Jevel Szi . ft. when pumping m_i_
gpm lor _2 hours.
18 FORMATIONS PASSED THROUGH THICKNESS OERO'TTT“OIOI'
—sandy loam _ L L
—sand-fine, vellow, some clay 41 s
_sand-fine, yellow, clean 18 63
. _clay-yellow _ : 4 638

_shale-gray at 634

(CONTINUE ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARY)

SIGNED e Sorsndlone  oATE 5 /a0/EST

o
s
LA



5

) ' INSTRUCTIONS TO DRILLERS

2 5t Public Health FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUESTED AND MAIL ORIGINAL. TO $ :ATE
29y — el Contretor DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, CONSUMER HEALTH PROTECTION, 535 WEST ~>
y ~ Well Ovner JEFFERSON, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS, 62761. DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL/WATER

SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION,

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT ' T e

10. _ — Well No.
Fype of Well : SRS NE x SRR i T
1. Dug____. Bored_X__. Hole Diam.__32 In. Depth 58 _f:. : Driller DS even aUder License No.
Curb materiaioncxe teBuried Slab: Yeas___X_No 11. Permit No. lO 3211 Date __4/26/82
».” Driven . Drive Pipe Diam. tn. Depth ft. 12. Water from §lamd 13. County _Tazewell
. Drilled . Finighed in Drift . In Rock . ormation N
Tubular . Gravel Packed ________ . 1 at depth 62 1ot zec. 30N
I. Grout: - 14. Screen: Diam. in. wp. A
: (KIND) PROM. (Ft.) TO (Ft.) " Length: ft. Slot___________ Rage. {7
' N Elev
15. Casing and Liner Pipe 4
Dism. (in.) __Kind and Welght From (F1.) | Te (F1) ':g%:;jrsg'; ;f"-r
A
Jistance to Nearest: ' ' 23_ gVC 3 liL ili
3uilding ____.Z.Q__ Fl.  Seepage Tile Field 80 oncrete L 49
sess Pool Sewer (non Cast fron) _____~ 15 Concrete 21 62 |
tivy . Sewer (Castiron) —____=___ - 16, Size Hole below casing:__ _in.
Teptie Tcnk__]j___ Barnyard = 17. Static level ft. below casing top which is : ft.
eachingPit ___ =~ Manure Pile - above ground level. Pumping level ft. when pumping at _____
fell furmishes water for human o?umptlon? Yes__X No gpm for hours,
Jate well completed .
'ermement Pump Installed? Yes Date No X 18. FORMATIONS PASSED THROUOH | THickNESS |DERTH OF
lanufacturer Type Location : clay-vellow 1
lapacity gpm. Depth of Setting . : Ft. y. Y : Z Z
lell Top Sealed? Yes_x No____Type _Vented can clay-sandy 2 9
‘itless Adapter Installed? Yes __X No
lanufacturer _Baker . Model Number _1=BAM-5 silt-vellow 1L 20_
low ottached to casing?___ClAMP=-0N gillt-muddy, gray 290 Lo
- lell Disinfected? Yes _X__ No - . 22 62
‘ump and Equipment Disinfected? Yes__ No gia a ard : —=
'ressure Tank Size gal. Type : . _gray sand at 62°'
,ocatlon : ] .
\oter Sample Submitted?  Yes No. % ‘ backfilled with gravelpack
\RKS: : to 58

(CONTINUE ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARY)

SIGNED . - DATE GLidler

SMHY





